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Victory by default 


Mrs. Thatcher and her Tories did not 
win the General Election; the other parties 
lost it. That must be the verdict on the 
poll results of June 9th. Altogether a dec- 
isive majority of the British people voted 
against the present Government and its pol- 
icies. ‘That this was not enough to turn the 
Government out we can attribute only to 
the split vote between Labour and the SDP/ 
Liberal Alliance. 

This and the fact that the Alliance only 
won a handful of seats after getting a full 
quarter of the total vote underlines the utter 
fraudulence of the British political system 
quaintly named ‘Democracy’. 

Stimulated mainly by the parties of the 
Alliance themselves, a debate has raged in 
Britain for some time as to whether this 
country should retain its present ‘first past 
the post’ system or opt for proportional rep- 
resentation on the Continental model. Not 
surprisingly, the Tory and Labour Parties 


battling for their own interests. 


are opposed to a change of system because 


‘they seek to preserve the system that en- 


sures their own dual monopoly of power. Not 
surprisingly, the Alliance wants a change 
because the system as it is keeps them out 
of power. Stripped of all cant about ‘fair- 
ness’ and ‘justice’, the argument is between 
two sets of interest groups who are in there 
Were the 
system to favour the Alliance, we would 
assuredly no longer hear its leaders protest- 
ing about its ‘injustice’. | 

We on our part take no sides in this arg- 
ument because we do not believe tnat Brit- 
ain will ever get the kind of strong, stable and 
wise government she needs under either sys- 
tem; both are merely enactments of the 


same political racket that has plagued this 


country for as long as any of us can remem- 
ber; both will produce basically the same 
results in the way of policies, and both will 
ensure that behind the scenes, as ever, the 
Money Power rules. 

‘What we must welcome, however, is an 
outcome of the election which exposes the 
present system for the dishonest farce that it 
is and discredits those who profit from and 
defend it. That at least is a step in the right 
direction. 


What alternative ? 


The other factor which has given Mrs. 
Thatcher another term of office is the dep- 
ressing absence, among the contenders in 
the race, of any appealing alternative. 
The British public has been thoroughly 
trained, for the time being at least, to vote, 
not in accordance with their innermost 
feelings on the actual issues, but for what 
they see as the least evil among the parties 
that can actually win. As long as this habit 
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endures, and as long as Labour and the All- 
iance remain the chief parties of opposition, 
Mrs. Thatcher can expect to enjoy power 
for quite some time yet. It is obvious to the 
gut of the more intelligent member of the 
electorate that Labour and the Alliance 
represent everything which is conducive to 
what Spengler called ‘The decline of the 
West’ — the former merely offering it in a 
cruder and nastier form and the latter spic- 
ing it with tea and crumpets. Whose arms 
can one therefore rush into but the arms of 


Thatcher? This is the way the scenario is 


presented to the British people by the pupp- 
etmasters of the predominantly Tory media. 


Confidence trick 


As for the portrayal of Mrs. Thatcher 
and her Government as a hard-line, patrio- 
tic government of the ‘extreme right’,. this 
is one of the biggest political confidence 
tricks ever pulled over the British people. 
The truth is thataall the ‘patriotic’ and 
‘right-wing’ postures struck by Mrs. That- 
cher have been no more than just that — 
postures. The Falklands was a mere posture 
— while our young lads were dying there to 
salvage the Government's prestige, the Gov- 
ernment was desperately exploring every dip- 
lomatic channel for the handing over of the 
islands. It is still doing so, although not at 
the moment with any blaze of publicity. 

The ‘hard-line’ stance on immigration 
adopted at the 1979 election was equally 
just a posture, as the recent election has 
bome out. On the latter occasion it was 
clear that the Government had abandoned 
any further pretence to such a hard-line 
policy. Instead, it joined inethe general 
crawl to win the immigrant vote by an ex- 
pensive poster campaign in which a picture 
of a coloured man was captioned by the 
slogan ‘Labour says he’s black; we say he’s 
British’. This campaign apparently did not 
impress the majority of coloured voters at 
which it was aimed, the latter easily seeing © 
the patronising insincerity behind it. 

The Cabinet reshuffles following the 
election just represented a further round of 
cosmetics. ‘Wet’ Francis Pym was shunted 
out of the Foreign Secretaryship, but who 
was put in his place? Why, former Chan- 
cellor Sir Geoffrey Howe, whose demeanour 
shows all the cast-iron resolution of an 
aging fairy. Willie Whitelaw, at last, gets 
the push from the Home Office, but who 
should succeed him? Leon Brittan, who app- 
arently has the reputation of being very 
clever but so far has said and done nothing 
to suggest he is the kind of man needed to 
crack down on the growing criminal trend 
and the slide to anarchy that are evident 
everywhere in Britain today. 

And as for Northern Ireland, the reten- 
tion of Jim Prior as Secretary of State for 
the province indicates that there will be no 


change in the policy of softness and app- 
easement that has been the norm in the 
past. 


The Kosher dimension 


The promotion of Leon Brittan to Home 
Secretary and of Nigel Lawson to Chancellor 
of the Exchequer creates an interesting situ- 
ation. It means that of the four top posts in 
the Government — the others being Prime 
Minister and Panel ge Secretary — two are 
filled by Jews. Is it ‘anti-semitic to sugg- 
est that this is a rather excessive represent- 
ation in a country where that community is 
supposed to total less than 1 per-cent of the 
populace? 

The name of ‘Brittan’ suggests a certain 
chutzpah. As our Leon’s father came from 
Lithuania, it seems doubtful that that is the 
authentic family name. Perhaps, like M. 
Mendes France, the new Home Secretary 
feels that such an appellation will give him 
a certain ‘patriotic’ image! 

What might by some be termed the 
Kosher Kabinet seems to reflect an incréas- 
ingly Kosher orientation in the Tory Party. 
In a recent statement by the Jewish Board of 
Deputies it was. acknowledged that more 
Jews are becoming Tories than ever before, 
also that Mrs. Thatcher had gone to great 
lengths to cultivate goodwill in the Jewish 
community by her support for Zionist 
causes, 

The same trend is reflected in recent 
appointments to positions in the influential 


world of broadcasting. Aside from Jeremy- 


Isaacs as controller of Channel 4, we now 
have Mr. Stuart Young (don’t be misled by 
the name) as Chairman of the BBC. 

Indeed ‘the very idea that a Government 
under such heavy Jewish influence as the 
present one should, as was claimed by Sun- 
day Telegraph columnist Peregrine Wors- 
thorne, be ‘nationalistic’ is something that 
can only be believed by political children. 
Unhappily, there are all too many of these 
about. 


WILLIE WHITELAW 


What an aristocracy! 


As everyone now should know, Willie 
Whitelaw has been removed from the Home 
Office by being kicked upstairs and given a 
hereditary peerage. As Willie has four 
daughters but no sons, the question of whether 
his title will be passed on to future gener- 
ations depends on legislation now in the 
discussion stage which is aimed to enable 
‘such titles to be inherited by women. 

To us the whole business is farcical. The 


sole justification for a hereditary caste with 
special titles and privileges is that it should 
comprise a true elite of the race with a 
genetic make-up which sets it well above 
the ordinary mass of people in brains, char- 
acter and leadership qualities. That is what 
was meant by the Greeks when they coined 
the term ‘aristocracy’ and that is what a 
titled elite is in a healthy society and body 
politics 

Only in “a society and body politic that 
are thoroughly sick and decayed can spec- 
imens like Whitelaw be considered as can- 
didates for such elevation, but of course 
Whitelaw should not be singled out espec- 
ially. For a long time hereditary peerages 
have been the reward for people who per- 
formed no distinguished service to the nat- 
ion, least of all demoristrated that they 
belonged to distinguished family strains, but 
whose only claim to recognition was that 
they were loyal lackeys and time-servers in 
the particular political party whose leader 
was currently dispensing the honours. It all 
just goes to underline yet further the absol- 
ute corruption of the political system which 
was the theme of our earlier remarks in this 
column. 


Again, no change 


We might aptly summarise the General 
Election of 1983 by quoting the opening 
words of the Election Manifesto of the Brit- 
ish National Party: “This election is going 
to do very little to change British politics.” 
Without the slightest doubt, those words are 
correct. Industrial decline is going to con- 
tinue, while the decline in the nation’s 
general standards, moral and otherwise, is 
going to continue apace. There will be no 
change in the landscape of dereliction and 
decay which disfigures so many of Britain’s 
urban areas because the forces creating that 
dereliction and decay are forces with which 
none of the established parties or their 
leaders has the will to get to grips. We 
have said it again and again in the past and 
we make no apologies for repeating it once 
more: Britain, to recover properly, needs a 
fundamental change in its body politic to 
which it is no exaggeration to apply the 
word revolutionary.: The nation clearly is 
not yet ready for that change but wishes, in 
the vast majority, still to go on clutching 
at the straws of conventional and ‘orthodox’ 
remedies to its problems. Clearly it must 
go through the fiery crucible of total slump 
and collapse before this readiness manifests 
itself. Also the forces of change — by which 
we mean the real change advocated by the 
Nationalist Radical Right and not the purely 
superficial change parrotted by the red 
guards of the Labour Party — must become 
more organised and more unified. In this 
latter regard the months ahead are going to 
be a crucial time. 
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In the final part of a series JOHN TYNDALL suggests 
the measures necessary to make Britain secure 


against political warfare. 
IN THIS SERIES of articles on the needs of 


British defence we have so far established - 


that by far the most dangerous threats to 
national security likely to occur in the 
future will be found to operate in the field 
of political subversion, and that, counting 
the cost of warfare with all the weapons now 
available, it is the political form of warfare 
that is likely to yield to the aggressor the 
greatest benefits in return for its investment 
of manpower and money. 

As was stressed last month, the term 
‘political warfare’ should be taken to include 
economic warfare conducted by use of 
political means — in fact it should include 
every possible form of subversion against a 
country waged without any formal declar- 
ation of war. So 

Taking into account the various forms 
of subversion listed in the previous part of 
this article, we must ask the question: how 
are those nations committed to the main- 
tenance of democratic institutions and 
values going to defend themselves adequately 
against such subversion without infringing 
upon certain freedoms that we are used to 
regarding as absolutely basic to our way of 
life? This question was put in another form 
at the end of last month’s<article and left 
unanswered. It is now necessary to provide 
the answer. 


‘FREEDOM’ 


That answer must, I believe, lie in a 
thorough rethink about the term ‘freedom’ 
and all that it means to us. Is it not true that 
we have, perhaps for centuries, used that 
term far too loosely without really stopping 
to- think seriously about its many different 


applications? We have accepted ‘freedom’ as 


an axiomatic good, whereas it is in fact a 
relative term the meaning of which depends 
entirely on what one is free to do. Would we 
fight, for instance, for the freedom of the 
criminal to commit crime? © i 

Of course the apostles of that political 
creed known as ‘democracy’ would reply 
that there is a more generally understood 
sense in which the term ‘freedom’ is used in 
the political vocabulary. It means, they 
would say, the freedom of dissenters, freedom 
of speech, freedom of assembly, freedom of 
the press; it means the multi-party political 
system as opposed to the one-party state; it 
means the freedom of the individual to live 
~ his or her own life with the minimum inter- 
ference from government. 

But are we not, when we speak of such 
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things, still in the realm ofover-generalisation? 
Take freedom of dissent, just for one example. 
In our own party, the British National Party, 
just such a freedom exists. Members have the 
right to dissent from the views of the leader- 
ship on matters of party administration, 
organisation and political strategy and 
tactics. They have the right to engage in free 
discussion, and if necessary argument, on 
such matters. Any one of them may personally 
approach me and criticise my running of 
party affairs while offering me advice on 
better ways to run party affairs. When it 
comes to the making of vital decisions, the 
prerogative of those decisions lies finally 
with me as leader. Such decisions, however, 
are in practice never made without close and 
careful consultation among colleagues before- 
hand — a consultation in which I not only 
allow, but expect and require, my fellow 
party officers to put my own ideas under the 
microscope and advise me frankly of any 
flaws that they see in them. 3 

And we are far from trying to suppress 
individualists within the party. One colleague 
who comes to mind, for instance, has certain 
theories on religious matters which I must 
confess are quite beyond my understanding 
and upon which he will never convince me. 
He is nevertheless not in any way hindered 
when it comes to propounding these theories 
in the company of party members. I know 
him to be a totally loyal and trustworthy 
confederate who will never do anything 
against the party or let the party down. 

I can think of another colleague whose 
views on the British penal system are not by 
any means completely the same as mine..So 
far as I am concerned, he has every right to 
hold the views he has and to propound them 
when he sees fit. I respect the fact that those 
views are the product of serious thought and 
not of the silly emotionalism that flavours 


liberal’ and ‘permissive’ attitudes on the 
_ subject. My colleague wants from the penal 


system the same results as I want. It is 
merely that he sees those results being 
achieved by different means. 


SHARED LOYALTIES 


My point in these digressions is this: the 
freedoms and differences that we maintain 


in our party are all freedoms and differences _ 


that operate within a certain basic frame- 
work of shared loyalties and values. On the 


absolutely fundamental issues we are at one. 


We are dedicated to the cause of our nation 


CENARIO OF 


WAR 


and our race. Nothing that is antagonistic 
to that cause is permitted to prevail amongst 
us. If it were, the whole existence of our 
party itself would be pointless. We have been 
formed to fight for Nation and Race; were 
we to allow any faction or activity to emerge 
within the party which clearly was dedicated 
to the aims of internationalism or multi- 
racialism, we would be allowing within the 
party the growth of a cancerous cell whose 
clear function was to kill it. No society of 


‘rational people defends the ‘freedom’ of 


those who would be its executioners. 
The analogy here is obvious. In our 
own, at present quite small, organisation we. 


“can. see in microcosm the princples which 


should and must operate within the nation- 
state asa whole. As long as dissent-is confined 
within those borderlines that I have described, 
freedom to express it may be regarded as 
one of the hallmarks of a civilised order of 
things — and indeed an essential means to 
bring all minds to bear upon our common 
problems and those matters that require our 
decision. Without such a process, there: is a 
stagnation of thought and ideas which can 
never be healthy. 

But in a mature and adult society 
leadership has the instinct to know at what 
point the limits of legitimate and healthy 
freedom have been reached. Beyond that 
point the freedom of dissent becomes the 
freedom of the firebrand to run amok in a 
house of wood and it must be immediately. 
suppressed if the structure is to remain 
standing. ‘Liberalism’ may be regarded as the 
state of Western society in which that fire- 
brand has been given almost total licence 
and is now at the stage of having a match in 
one hand while with the other he is throwing 
petrol on the walls. 

= The metaphor of the firebrand must 
apply, in any sound nation-state, to all those 
individuals, parties, factions or other power- 
groups which, openly or by implication, 
challenge the idea of an independent national 
life or the integrity of the race on which the 
nation has become based. All political, or for 
that matter non-political, tendencies in any 
way committed to internationalism or multi- 
racialism must fall into this category, for it is 
quite clear that their aims can only be 
achieved through the destruction of the 
nation’s life. : | 

The word ‘totalitarian’ has become one 
of the big bad bogey words of the 20th 
Century — mainly because its true meaning 
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has never been understood. But in fact the 
totalitarianism of both Fascist and Com- 
munist systems involved nothing more than 
a total commitment on the part of those 
systems to certain values considered essential 
to them and without which they could not 
exist. In the case of Fascism, and its German 
counterpart National Socialism, these values 
stemmed from what was considered the 
absolute imperative governing all national 
life: the: need to preserve and nurture 
nationhood and all it implied: national 
political unity, national economic indepen- 
dence, the national capacity for self-defence, 
national discipline and cohesion and, above 
all, the character and integrity of the people 
out of which the nation had been formed, in 
other words a racial imperative. 


CONSENSUS 


In this concept of the total state it was 
never imagined that everyone would agree 
and conform over everything. But it was 
expected that, overriding all disagreement 
and nonconformity, there would be a 
common consensus in favour of these 
national priorities, and that all institutions 
within the state and society should be 
dedicated to them, that all individual activity 
should be circumscribed by them. 

In fact no other concept of social order 
makes any sense. There cannot be social 
order, national unity or cohesion among a 
people of any kind if one part is pulling one 
way and another part another way. 

Quite obviously, the ideal way to achieve 
such a consensus as that I have mentioned is 
by the people’s free will, and in certain types 
of societies — I-am thinking here of societies 


in which the population is small, homo-. 


geneous and of very high level of intelligence 
— such a consensus by free will, i.e. demo- 
cratic means, is possible. 

But in the case of all of the major 
Western nations of today these conditions 
do not prevail. In every one of them there is 
an alien presence which prohibits homo- 
geneity and precludes a common interest. In 
every one of them there are spiritual and 
ideological poisons that have run too deep to 
have any chance of being rooted out by 
gentle means. Marxism is in the vanguard of 
these poisons but Marxism alone is nowhere 
near representing the sum total of them. 
Every other creed, ideology or way of 
thinking even remotely related to Marxism 
forms a part also. All these tendencies 
militate against achieving a consensus on 
matters vital to national survival except 
where there is a willingness to employ 
draconian measures. 

‘Totalitarianism’ where it has been 
embraced in Fascist states has involved 
nothing more than a preparedness to use all 
measures for national purification that have 
been dictated by circumstances. 

Of all the great institutions in European 
history, the Christian churches have provided 
the most perfect examples of the totalitarian 


principle in force. Christianity could only 
maintain its supreme position within states if 
all centres of education were pledged to 


Christian teaching; if all means of com- 


munication were in Christian hands, if all 
political rulers were pledged to Christian 
beliefs, if all art, literature and other cultural 
pursuits functioned within a Christian frame- 
work, 
behaviour were Christian-inspired. From the 
moment that these conditions ceased to 
prevail, Christianity began its retreat — a 
retreat that has continued to this day. 

This totalitarianism of Christ was 
questioned in its time by only a few, and it 
is still widely admired in those circles where 
most would recoil in horror at the thought 
of any secular totalitarianism aimed at 
preserving national integrity and immunising 
a nation against subversive tendencies. Yet 
the principles are the same in both cases. 

It is now time to come back to our 
original question: that of how our country, 
Britain, i. to be provided with an adequate 
defence against all comers in the environ- 
ment of modern warfare, accepting that the 
most potent form that warfare is likely to 
take will be political. 


WHAT WE ARE DEFENDING 


In our quest for an answer we must 
begin by affirming first of all what it is we 
are defending: we are defending Britain itself, 
its land and its people; we are defending the 
British nation; we are not defending a 
political system or creed; we are not 
defending any particular institutions within 
Britain; we are defending only our nation- 
hood. Political systems, creeds and insti- 
tutions are only useful in so far as they 
contribute to the defence of that nationhood: 

From this first principle we must 
proceed to the next, which is that Inter- 
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PARLIAMENT 
Nerve centre of the enemy threat to Britain 


if all law, morality and human 


nationalism in all its forms — World Govern- 


ment, Interdependence, Multi-racialism or 
any other — is the enemy of British nation- 
hood and can no more be permitted to exist 
on the national soil than the army of a 
hostile foreign power. 

Extending this principle one step 
further, we must in fact recognise that any 
tendency which undermines national unity 
and cohesion, whether dedicated to inter- 
nationalist aims or not, in fact serves the 
enemies of our country and is contrary to the 
national interest. We must therefore consider 
very carefully how we are to deal with those 
forces within our society which, because of 
the differences in their political objectives, 
are a potential source of internal conflict — 


-and thus. of internal weakness. How indeed 


are we. to reconcile the principle of healthy 


debate with the need ‘to avoid internal 


conflict? How are we to reconcile the ideal 
of political and personal freedom with the 
need for a united national community? 

As with most things, it is a case of 
striking a sensible balance, and here a 
reversion to parallels within our own 
nationalist movement offers us a guide. 

Last year I was forced to institute 
disciplinary proceedings against a member of 
our party for engaging in disruptive activities. 
He pre-empted his certain expulsion by 
resigning before he came to trial and, very 
predictably, went around squealing that he 


had been proceeded against for daring to 


express dissent. In fact I had on three 
occasions offered him the chance to meet 
me and discuss with me the differences of 
Opinion that had arisen between us, and on 
each occasion he declined my offer. It was 
quite clear to me that the man was interested, 
not in expressing an honest difference of 
opinion, but in causing trouble. I was about 
to remove him speedily from the scene when 
he removed himself. 

It should not require too much of 
political rulers that they should be able to 
distinguish between those elements in the 
body politic who merely wish to offer 
constructive guidance on how best to 
promote the general good and those who 
seek to exploit political facilities to foment 
trouble and strife and/or to promote causes 
that are at odds with the national cause. The 
most elementary political instinct tells us the 
difference between one and the other. 


FLAW OF ‘DEMOCRACY’ 


It is a fatal flaw of ‘democracy’ that it 
fails to establish these commonsense limits 
to freedom, argument and debate and 
permits the body politic to encompass 
elements so removed from one another in 
values, ideals and loyalties as to make their 
objectives totally irreconcilable. It is when 
this state of affairs comes to exist that we 
reach a stage of farce, for behind the 
mouthings of ‘democrats’ that they respect 
the opinions of those of an opposite 
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SCENARIO OF WAR 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


persuasion lies the reality that the victory of. 


one opposite can only be accomplished 
through the annihilation of the other. 

This brings us to the point at which we 
must seriously review the place of the multi- 
party system and indeed ask whether it can 
have any place in a society dedicated to 
national unity. | 

Of course it is one of the central assump- 
tions of ‘tiberal democracy’ that the multi- 
party system is vital to the maintenance of 
that free debate on which we depend if we 
are not to fall into tyranny. But how true is 
this assumption? . l 

_ The truth is that free debate — within 
the acceptable limits that have been discussed 
in this article — is perfectly possible without 
the institution of parties. Assemble free men 
in any debating arena who have minds of 
their own and give those men the facility to 
make themselves heard, and you have all the 
benefits that. the ‘democratic’ system is 
supposed to offer — without parties being 
required in the least. 

It is a fact, on the other hand, that once 
society permits the formation of separate 
political parties who then vie with one 
another for political power those parties 
tend inevitably to represent, not free 
opinions, but interests to which in fact free 
opinions must be subordinated. The interest 
of one party inevitably requires the failure 
of its rivals, so that the interests of the 
parties in opposition inevitably require the 
failure of government. Party politics thereby 
become a squalid game in which one faction 
tries to govern while all the opposing factions 
are in business to prevent it governing. This 
in turn inevitably affects the performance of 
government itself. Throughout its term it 
faces a virtual artillery barrage of abuse and 
obstruction from those who want to discredit 
it and unseat it. In the end it is forced to 
give more attention to returning the fire of 
its rivals than to the business of government 
itself. It must constantly be seeking ways of 
preserving and increasing its popularity so as 
to nullify the attacks of its rivals. Govern- 
ment becomes a series of instant popularity 
gimmicks conceived with the next election 
in mind, or even the next by-election or 
opinion poll, rather than a wise programme 
for long-term national development. 


VULNERABLE 


All nations whose politics are organised 
on this basis are dangerously vulnerable to 
subversion by outside forces and thus to the 
kind of warfare that is likely to predominate 
in the coming century. They simply do not 
have the inner unity that is essential for 
national self-defence, and the existence of 
many conflicting interest groups within 
them means that an external enemy can 
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easily undermine them by supporting one 
interest group against another. | 
What has been said here of political 
parties may equally be said of the so-called 
‘free press’; which represents only a facsimile 
of the party game conducted on another 


‘level — for all the major newspapers serve 


sectional interests, just as the parties do 
themselves, and are less interested in making 
an objective commentary on the course of 
national affairs than they are in grinding an 
axe for those interests which supply them 
with the money to remain in print. 
The whole concept of a ‘free press’ is 
anyway quite preposterous, as the term 
supposes that the ordinary. citizen exercises 
some kind of ‘democratic’ control over the 
press and thus is able to prevent it abusing 
its power. In fact Mr. Citizen is as helpless in 
the face of the power of the press as it is 
organised under the giant publishing com- 
bines in this country as he is against a 
government-controlled press of the kind 
existing in ‘totalitarian’ states elsewhere. 
Considering that a ‘free press’ in the 
sense in which most simpletons understand 
the term is a complete chimera, and that all 
press institutions .of significant size and 
influence are ‘controlled’ by some interest 
or another, it is surely better that the interest 
doing the controlling is one that represents 
the cause of the nation itselr, i.e. a patriotic 
government. :; 
This would in Britain best be achieve 
by permitting the press to remain in private 
hands but enacting firm laws which would 
require that its content exclude material that 
could in any way be regarded as unpatriotic. 
The latter term would require a fairly wide 
definition, and should include anything 
extolling the virtues of internationalism (not 
to be confused with international friendship), 
anything dangerous to the integrity of the 
British race, anything that may undermine 
the nation’s capacity or will to defend itself, 
and anything detrimental to national unity 
(it is interesting, with regard to the latter 
point, that we have laws at present which 
make it an offence to publish material 
derogatory to a particular race but no laws 
which prohibit attacks on a particular class 
— a far more potent source of social strife 


-in Britain). 


What has been proposed here will of 


course be greeted by shrill yells that it 
involves ‘totalitarianism’. What it certainly 


does involve is a total commitment of the 
whole nation to patriotic values and the 
total organisation of the nation in the 
patriotic cause. Given that commitment and 
organisation — which I believe would be in 
conformity with the sentiments of the vast 
majority of the indigenous populace — there 
is absolutely no reason why there should not 
still be a very wide area allowed for political 
and personal freedom. It would, however, be 
freedom to argue what was best for thenation, 
not freedom to work against the nation. 
This analysis of the needs of national 
self-defence would not be complete without 


reference to four further areas of national 
life of vital importance to those needs. 

In a previous section it was mentioned 
that war may be waged against this country 
by an external enemy by means of the 
promotion of civil disorder, and that we are 
badly equipped to deal with this form of 
warfare so long as ‘liberal’ attitudes prevail 
in the enforcement of order. 

Underlying these ‘liberal’ attitudes is a 
principle of the legal code which holds that 
at all costs the ‘rights’ of the offender must 
be protected — if necessary at the expense of 
public order itself. I believe that we cannot 
defend ourselves adequately against civil 
disorder of the kind that forms a prong of 
political warfare unless. we change our 
priorities and make the first principle of law 
enforcement the needs of the national 
community. 

Also mentioned has been the waging of 
warfare through the promotion of industrial 
unrest. There is no defence against this form 
of warfare except by designating that kind 
of activity as a crime and by overhauling the 
whole of the nation’s machinery for resolving 
industrial disputes so as to make it impossible. 

We have dealt also with other forms of 
warfare on the economic front, such as trade 
war and war waged by the international 
manipulation of money. The only adequate 
defence against war of these kinds is to work 
for the very maximum national economic 
self-sufficiency, and thus to minimise our 
dependence on international trade and 
international finance. 


THE MILITARY DIMENSION 


There is finally military defence — 
relegated in this series to a secondary 
position, not because it is not of immense 
importance, but only because of the over- 
whelmingly greater importance of national 
self-defence at political level — without 
which of. course the means for military 
defence will not exist. 

It will have become clear in what has 
been written that the first requirement of 
sound military defence is the complete 
elimination throughout the nation of the 
sentiment of pacifism — and by pacifism I 
mean that attitude which sees peace as:an 
erd in itself, not to be confused with the 
idea that national interests should be pro- 
tected and promoted by peaceful means if 
possible. 

' I do not believe that pacifist sentiment 
can be suppressed by force; I believe that it 
can only be overcome by education. 

Next in order of vital principles is that 
Britain’s capacity for defence is independent 
— otherwise it is not self-defence at all. We 
must produce from our own factories all the 
essential implements of modern war, 
including nuclear war. We must retain 
command over all our forces, notwithstanding 
that we may be fighting alongside allies. 
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Mahatma Gandhi 


SEVERAL YEARS AGO, I had reason to 
visit a production office at Universal Studios 
near Hollywood. Portrait photographs on 
the walls made a “statement.” There were 
only three: Eleanor Roosevelt, Martin Luther 
King and Mohandas: Karamchand Gandhi, 
better known to his adulators as the Mahatma, 
which in Hindi means “Great Soul” but 
could legitimately be translated as “Big 
Wind.” It could only be a matter of time 
(and a few lakhs and crores of rupees as 
provided by the Indian Government and 
Indira Ghandi) before some ultra-lavish 
movie would be produced to advance further 
the hagiography of this opportunistic, 
coprophagous, shyster from Gujarat, 
London and Natal. 

Perhaps such a description of the latter- 
day patron saint of extreme pacifists and 
bleeding-heart ecumenical, philanthropic 
“liberals” is too strong even for some readers 
of Spearhead. But if, for example, anyone 
thinks that “coprophagous” is used merely 
as’a metaphorical term of abuse, he knows 
little of the Hindu religion. Arthur Koestler 
has written of the Hindu’s “morbid fascin- 
aton with filth.” V. S. Naipaul, a Hindu 
himself, who was brought up in Trinidad and 
is the author of some very successful books 
on India, writes of the Hindu “deification of 
filth.” Traditional Hindu “medicine” pre- 
scribes among other things, a diet of the “five 
products of the cow,” to wit, cakes made of 
cheese, milk, butter, urine and excrement. 
Krishna Menon, a former Indian defence 
minister, drank a daily glass of urine and 
Moraji Desai, who was prime minister from 
1977-1979, publicly bragged that he saved 
his own urine for a regular morning guzzle. 


DIET OF COW-DUNG 


In. Gandhis own ashram (communal 
` settlement) he rigidly supervised the diet of 
his followers and this included cow-dung. He 
took daily enemas and performed his bowel 
movements in public and showed his 
approval of specially favoured acolytes, male 
and female, by personally giving them 
enemas. I apologise to all queasy stomachs 
for this litany of perverse filth but in the 
face of the damnable dishonesty of the film, 
Gandhi, it is necessary to uncover some of 
the vileness, hypocrisy and mendacity. No 
doubt, parties of British schoolboys and girls 
will be taken, in this “enlightened” post- 
colonial age, to see the story of this saintly 
anti-colonialist and to learn how evil and 
vicious, repressive and exploitative their 
Imperial grandfathers were (when they 
weren’t simply clumsy and stupid). 

At the time of writing, the Academy 
Awards have just been announced. Meryl 
Streep won an Oscar for her performance in 
Sophie’s Choice, one of the latest stepped-up 
torrent of Holocaustiana with which the 
Moguls of Hollywood have been attempting 


THE OTHER SIDE 


OF THE STORY 


Dr. PETER PEEL answers the film propagandists 


GANDHI IN THE FILM 
In reality, he was a hypocrite addicted to 
foul habits 


to milk ever more tolerance and sympathy 
for their murderous kin in the Middle East. 
Runner-up to the biggest winner of all, was 
E.T. E.T. dolls have become the latest 
mindless fad among young White Americans. 
The message of this latest film of Steven 
Spielberg is that the utterly alien is absolutely 
adorable — especially if he is hideously ugly 


-and reptilian and bears a remarkable resemb- 


lance to a miniature Menachem Begin! 

But of course, everyone knows now, it 
was Gandhi which took the most awards. 
One film critic, a little less easily bemused or 
corrupted than the general rout, said that 
there should have been an announcement 
before the film opened: “The following film 
is a paid political advertisement by the 
Government of India.” After all, as well as 
that Government supplying millions of 
pounds to the project, the script was under 


the constant supervision of Indian-appointed 


officials, appointed often by Indira Gandhi 
herself, and the casting was equally “vetted” 
by Indians. 

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru is very flat- 
teringly portrayed in the film, though of 
course no mere human is allowed the quasi- 
divine status of Gandhi. But then, Nehru 
himself played a large part in the original 
story conferences, at which time he wanted 


Alec Guiness for the lead role. Mohammed 
Ali Jinnah, the founder of Pakistan, a much 
more attractive and admirable character in 
reality — and certainly more rational — than | 
Gandhi, is portrayed with about the same 
objectivity that one might expect from an 
Israeli (or Hollywood) film about Hitler. 


MENDACIOUS 


The entire film is so grotesquely 
mendacious that I should need to monopolise 
several successive issues of Spearhead to 
expose it all. But I cannot let the myth of 
Gandhi as a loving and devoted family man 
go unrefuted. When, for example, Gandhi 
contracted malaria, he was glad to submit to 
the ministrations of British doctors and to 
take the “alien” medicine of quinine. But 
when his wife lay dying of pneumonia, 
Gandhi refused to let British doctors ad- 
minister a shot of penicillin because it was 

n “alien” medicine. As for his own health, 
however, he even allowed British doctors to 
operate on him when he developed appen- 
dicits. Gandhi disowned his elder son for 
wanting to marry, and banished the younger 
for aiding his older brother with a small sum 
of money. If space allowed, I would have 
liked to discuss the septuagenarian Mahatma’s 
predilection for being cuddled in bed naked 
by teenage girl worshippers even though he 
had “forsworn” sexual relations with his 
much ill-used wife many years previously in 
order, like the insane General Jack D. Ripper 
in Doctor Strangelove, to conserve “his 
precious bodily fluids.” 

It would be nice, also, to spend some 
time on the true history of Britain’s record 
in India — the gift to India of her own 
forgotten -history and archaeology; peace, 
law and order; the suppression of suttee, 
thugee and female infanticide; hospitals, 
roads, railways, famine relief organisations, 


hydro-electric power, schools, universities . . . 


but the list is almost endless. So is the honour 
role of all those dedicated and devoted 
Englishmen who spent their lives and their 
health in the service of their imperial wards. 
More died in India than ever made it back to 
Surrey and a pension. But I am, perforce, 
going to limit myself to rebutting one of thé 
most atrocious lies in this whole masterpiece 
of mendacity. That is the matter of the 
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Amritsar affair in April, 1919. 

- The first thing to understand about the. 
Indian sub-continent is that before partition 
it covered an area about the size of all Europe 


without Russia. There are about fifteen 
major languages and hundreds of dialects, 
and the native peoples, in colouration, 
languages, character, military ability or lack 
of it, differ as much as do Swedes, Bulgarians, 
British, Spaniards, Italians or Finns. There 
had never been a unified governance before 
the British Raj, and only for three brief 
periods in the previous 2500 years had there 
even been anything approaching unification. 
The great Ghadr, the Sepoy mutiny of 1857, 
‘though it has been elevated to a sacred myth 
of a great patriotic rebellion by current 
Indian historians, was actually, despite its 
horrors and atrocities, a local affair and 
confined almost entirely to the United 
Provinces and units of the East India Com- 
pany’s Bengal.army. And it was provoked, 
not by misrule or oppression at the hands of 
the administrators, but — at least in the main 
— by the fear of the priestly Brahmins that a 
particularly obnoxious swarm of evangelical 
missionaries were attempting to overthrow 
their religion and impose Christianity. The 
swarm in question was, it may be added, just 
about as greatly detested by the practical 
‘and sensible servants of the Company. But 
even during that traumatic period, most of 
India remained loyal and uninvolved. 


TROUBLESOME MISSIONARY 


_ However, a type of British radical 
emerged in the late nineteenth century that 
` was as self-righteous and troublesome as the 
missionaries had been. One of them, Allan 
Octavian Hume, who had retired from the 
Indian Civil Service after being passed over 
for promotion, formed and organised the 
Indian National Congress in 1885. Hume was 
its General-Secretary for twenty-two years 
and was named by its twenty-third annual 
session in 1909 as “father and founder.” 

In its infancy, Congress was full of pro- 
testations about its loyalty and its gratitude 
to the Raj. But most of the delegates were 
Hindu lawyers and minor politicians who 
represented a large element in India’s still 
small educated class. Moslems were far less 
politically active, and genuinely content for 
the most part with British rule, seeing it as 
their only safeguard against the hatred and 
bigotry of the Hindu majority. During the 
viceroyalty of Lord Curzon, however, the 
administrative division of the enormous 
province of Bengal and some unpopular but 
necessary up-grading of the academic 
standards of Calcutta: university, aroused 
violent opposition among the Hindus. 

Terrorist groups began to engage in 
campaigns of murder and assassination of 


Page eight 


British people — not only officials but 
civilian women and children. A movement 
for “home rule” was encouraged to develop 
by liberal Britons and Americans, partly as 
an outcome of the Russo-Japanese War, 
which demonstrated that a “European” 
Power could be defeated by an Asiatic one, 
and by the typical “wetness” of the Liberal 
government in Britain, which came to power 
in December 1905. Its Secretary of State for 
India was Gladstone’s biographer, John 
Morley, and its Viceroy the equally wet 


Lord Minto. It was the old and familiarly 


sickening story of concessions to enemies 
and terrorists. However, following King 
George V’s Delhi Durbar in 1911 and the 
transfer of the capital from Calcutta to the 
old Moghul capital of Delhi, a period of 
relative quiet ensued. 

Then came the outbreak of war in 1914. 
There was a heady uprush of loyalty in 


India. Even Gandhi, who had just returndd. 


from South Africa, avowed his support for 
Britain. The Princes rallied, offering not only 
vast monetary contributions, but their own 
persons in the field. No less than 1,200,000 
ordinary Indians volunteered for the army 
and 800,000 served in the war zones. India 
also supplied her own defence and only 
15,000 British soldiers remained. There had 
seldom been more than about 65,000 in 
peacetime, which should say something 
about the general contentment with British 
rule throughout most of the period of the Raj. 

Moslem loyalties, however, becaine 
strained for the first time when Turkey 
entered the war on the side of the Central 
Powers. The Sultan of Turkey was also the 
Caliph of all Islam — a kind of Mohammedan 
Pope. And, as Caliph, he had called for a 
jihad (a holy war) against Britain. This led to 
a novel and short-lived pact between the 
Muslim League and Congress. In California, 
Moslems and some Sikhs organised a ship- 
borne expedition to Calcutta in the forlorn 
hope of igniting a new great mutiny. The 
revolution in Russia and President Wilson’s 
grand, olympian pronunciamentos about the 
self-determination of peoples, inflamed 
passions, as did the general hardships and 
discomforts of wartime and the inflation 
which accompanied them. 


MINORITY INVOLVED 


At ail events, though only a very small 


fraction of the Indian population was: 


involved, by 1917 revolutionary conspiracies 
existed in every province and violent incidents 
did occur. In the winter of 1917-18, a com- 
mission was appointed under Justice Sir 
Sidney Rowlatt of the High Court to investi- 
gate the conspiracies and recommend appro- 
priate legislation to deal with the problem. 
Two Acts were passed and became law on 
March 17th, 1919. The Acts were repealed 
in 1921 and in fact the emergency powers 
they afforded to the Government were never 
used. But they were made the occasion for 


inflammatory agitation throughout India and 
incidences of violence increased and multi- 
plied especially in the volatile Punjab. 

Gandhi saw his opportunity. He called 
for a hartal (a nation-wide closing of 
businesses) for April 6th, 1919. 

Serious rioting now set in on a massive 
scale. In Delhi, soldiers had to be called out 
and the mobs. were only dispersed after they 
had been fired upon and several killed. So 
much for ahimsa. More rioting broke out in 
various parts of the country. An Indian 
magistrate who attempted to check a mob in 
Virmagam was seized, soaked in kerosene 
and burned to death. A British troop-train 


was derailed: All over the Punjab, posters 


appeared mysteriously, calling for a repetition 
of 1857. In-Amritsar, on April 9th, the most 
savage violence began all over the city. 
Several European civilians were, murdered, 
and banks, churches and the railway station 
were burnt to the ground. In Lahore, orly 
the hurried despatch of troops saved the 
European quarter from similar arson, murder, 
rape and pillage. On April 12th, two British 
officers were dragged from a train near 
Amritsar and beaten to death. 


END TO VIOLENCE 


The following day, the 13th, came the 
famous Amritsar incident. It ruined the 
career of a gallant soldier who had served 
with great distinction for thirty-four years, 
but in the opinion of the man who, above 
all, should have known — Sir Michael 
O’Dwyer, Lieutenant-Governor of the Punjab 
— it brought, as the news spread, a rapid end 
to the violence. By the end of April, the 
province was again tranquil. 

There are men who quail in helpless 
pusillanimity before the mindless animality 
of a raging mob. There are others, from 
Napoleon in a Paris street in 1795 to the 
National Guard commander at Kent State 
University a dozen or so years ago, who 
understand the effectiveness of a “whiff of 
grapeshot” in bringing violent mobs to their 
senses in short order and in checking subse- 
quent violence for a long time thereafter. 
But such men. are more often than not 
sacrificed by their political chiefs or, like 
Brigadier-General Reginal Dyer, having done 
their duty, are hounded and excoriated for it. 

On 12th April, General Dyer brought a 
battalion of troops into Amritsar. There he 
caused proclamation to be made throughout 
the city that all public gatherings were 
forbidden and he gave fair warning that in 
the event of defiance of his orders the troops 
would use their rifles. On the following day, 
a huge mob collected in an open-air enclosure. 
Dyer, learning of this act of defiance, 
marched fifty Gurkhas to the meeting place 
which was known as the Jallianwalla “Bagh. 
The mob was in a frenzy of excitement and’ 
listening to seditious and inflammatory 
harangues. General Dyer’s detachment 
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GENERAL DYER 
His action at' Amritsar was subsequently 
vindicated 


opened fire. A little under four hundred of 
the mob: appear to have lost their lives and 
rather more were injured. The Bagh was 
surrounded by low mud walls with few and 
narrow exits. As one who has witnessed the 
behaviour of a panic-stricken Indian mob 
after a trivial Japanese air-raid, I would guess 
that stampede caused many more casualties 
than bullets. : 

Governor O’Dwyer endorsed Dyer’s 
action and Dyer went off to serve in the 
Third Afghan Waro f 1919. Subsequently, 
however, his action was condemned in the 
House of Commons, and he was recalled to 
Britain and compulsorily retired on half-pay. 
The Upper. House, however, exonerated him 
and a public subscription of some £30,000 
was raised in Britain on his behalf. Sir 
Edward Carson, the eminent jurist, and Sir 
Michael O’Dwyer were the first to subscribe. 
Many British ladies in India donated. One 
may suppose that in addition to their 
knowledge of the fate of Miss Sherwood, 
who was beaten to death by a mob as a 
result of what one Indian apologist calls 
“frayed tempers”, they were aware of the 
posters inciting Indians to rape them. One 
such postet was quoted and produced in 
evidence before the Hunter Commission by 
O’Dwyer when that body investigated the 
whole record of Punjab violence. 

‘For the time being, Gandhi called off 
his “non-violent” campaign. But he launched 


it again the next year with similar horrible 
results, though on a smaller scale. Seeking to 


_.dampen down Indian reaction to “Amritsar”, 
Lord Chelmsford appointed the Hunter 


Commission, and that body, in May 1920, 
censured Dyer for firing without warning. 
Presumably the Commissioners considered 
that fifty Gurkhas could easily overawe with 
words a murderously excited mob of many 
thousands! The Hunter Commission was 
comprised of five Britons and three Indians. 


“COMMONS DEBATE 


A great debate in the House of Commons 
took place on July 8th, 1920. At this time, 
the Secretary for India was the Liberal, 
Edwin Montagu. Montagu opened the debate 
by condemning General Dyer and endorsing 
the Hunter’ Commission’s report. Montagu 
had already, in 1917, done much to weaken 
the Raj, and the Viceroy, Chelmsford, was 


-Montagu’s creature. But many members 


supported Dyer, among them a Mr. C. F. 
Palmer, Sir Edward Carson and Brigadier- 
General R. C. Surtees, who made one of 
those speeches one longs vainly to hear in 
today’s Commons. Surtees reminded the 
House of the rebellion in Jamaica in 1865 
and how it had been promptly and severely 
put down by Governor Eyre. But Eyre had 
been subsequently persecuted by John Bright 


and John Stuart Mill just as General Dyer 
was now being pesecuted: | 
“ |. . on that occasion Sir John Pakington, 
speaking in Debate in the House, said: ‘He 
acted in full pursuance of the belief that the 
handful of Europeans who inhabited that island 
was not safe from attack by the 400,000 half- 
civilised and infuriated Negroes.’ I think some- 
thing similar to that was in General Dyer’s 
mind. In the casé of Jamaica, the general con- 
sensus of opinion was that Governor Eyre’s 
energy and courage saved the European 
inhabitants from massacre . . . It is quite obvious 
‘that the inhabitants on the spot are the best 
judges . . . How do British residents in India 
regard the situation? Do they condemn or 
endorse the action? Certainly they endorse it.” 
Bitterness over the treatment of General 
Dyer would continue to be aired in the 
House for some time. In 1922, discussing the 
deaths caused by the Moplah riots (estimated 
to have been between.4,000 and 5,000), Mr. 
R. S. Gwynne pointed out that General Dyer 
had been “abused and humiliated for his 
successful and prompt action in bringing to 
an end the Punjab rapine with less than 500 
casualties.” In his book, Gandhi and Anarchy, 
Sir Sankaran Nair says that the Moplahs had 
butchered thousands of people, many of 
whom they skinned alive or made to dig 
their own graves before being slaughtered. 
Women were raped “not in a fit of passion, 
but systematically and with calculated and 
revolting and horrible cruelty for which I 
have not been able to find a parallel in all 
history.” It seems difficult to fault Lloyd 
George for telling the House in the same 
debate from which we have just quoted that 
India was totally unprepared for represen- 
tative government or for independence, that 


it had no history of free institutions, that 
the British had accepted a trust and,could 
not honourably walk out on it. 

Many men besides General Dyer were 
censured and adversely affected by a despatch 
from the despicable Montagu. Sir Michael 
O’Dwyer in his book, India As I Knew It: 


1885 to 1925 (highly recommended reading), 


lists among the ruined men a Major-General 
(Dyer’s superior), a Brigadier, two Lieutenant- 
Colonels, a Major, and a Captain; two Judges 
of the High Court, a Commissioner, the 
Chief Secretary to the - unjab Government, 
four Deputy-Commissioners, one British 
magistrate and one Indian magistrate. The 
civil servants mostly resigned in disgust, 
knowing that their futures had been ruined; 
others were denied promotion and transferred 
under a cloud. Says O’Dwyer: “Mr. Montagu, 
when driven out of office in March, 1922, 
piteously complained that he had been 
thrown to the. wolves. If so, he met the fate 
he had meted out to these loyal servants of 
government.” 


DYER VINDICATED 


In 1922, Sir Michael O’Dwyer brought a 
successful suit for libel against Sir Sankaran 
Nair for various references in his book to 
O’Dwyer’s “responsibility for atrocities.” 
The trial was conducted before Mr. Justice 
McCardie. Many eminent witnesses were 
called. Summing up, Justice McCardie said: 

“I express my view that General Dyer, in the 

grave and exceptional circumstances, acted 
rightly, and in my opinion, upon the evidence, 
he was wrongly punished by the Secretary of 
State for India. That is my view, and I need 
scarcely say that I have weighed every circum- 
stance, every new detail that was not before 
the Hunter Commission.” 

O’Dwyer comments that although British 
justice had at last triumphed, it had come 
too late: General Dyer was a broken man, 
shattered in health. O’Dwyer’s book was 
published in 1925. For the next fifteen years, 
Sir Michael’s name figured prominently and 
often as a speaker on Indian affairs. Then, 
on March 13th, 1940, he was attending a 
meeting at Caxton Hall. As the meeting 
closed, O’Dwyer was shot in the back and 
killed by a Sikh named Udham Singh. 
Wounded by Singh’s shots were Lord Zetland, 
Secretary of State for India, Lord Lamginton 
aged 79, who had been Governor of Bombay . 
from 1903 to 1907, and the octogenarian 
Sir Louis Dane, who had been O’Dwyer’s 
predecessor as Lieutenant-Governor of the 
Punjab. It is agreeable to report that the 
murderer was immediately apprehended and 
subsequent justice was reasonably swift. He 
was hanged on August Ist of the same year. 

Finally, there appeared in The Times a 
few days after the murder of O’Dwyer, a- 
letter from G. A. Wathen, Principal of 
Khalsa College at Amritsar from 1915 to 
1924. Wathen wrote that he had been the: 
first to break the news of Dyer’s action to 
O’Dwyer and that he had urged O’Dwyer to 
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end martial law. O’Dwyer had replied that 
however horrible the shooting, it would 
mean an end to the rioting; and besides, “I 
always trust the man on the spot.” Wathen’s 
comment, twenty-one years later, was “He 
was right and I was wrong.” 

I have chosen to dwell at some length 
on the Amritsar affair because nothing more 
absolutely epitomises the utter dishonesty of 
the film Gandhi. In the movie version, 
Edward Fox as General Dyer, orders his fifty 
Gurkhas to open fire without warning on a 
harmless gathering of peaceful Indians 
listening quietly to a public speaker. No 
background is presented even for this 
distorted picture. In a subsequent scene in 
which Dyer is being investigated by a British 
court of inquiry, Fox plays him with an icy 
and cruel ruthlessness. of the kind we have 
come to expect from Prussian officers in 
Hollywood movies. I might have. been 
watching Peter O’Toole as the psychotic 
murderer in Night of the Generals. s 

As a final note on those Gandhian 


‘principles’, ahisma (non-violence) and 
satyagraha (roughly, soul-powery and their 
effect on the actions of Gandhi’s followers 
both before and after independence, we may 
first consider his barmy policy for dealing 
with the World War II Japanese threat to 
India. He urged the British to abandon all 
defence of India and to allow the Japanese 
to take over. They would then be forced, 
non-violently, to withdraw because the 
Indians would make those _ so-sensitive 
warriors feel ‘unwelcome’. 


CONTINUOUS CONFLICT 


Since independence, India has conducted 
three wars against Pakistan and fought 
another against China. And under that anti- 
colonialist, pacifist and socialist, Pandit 


Nehru, she sent troops into the State of 


Hyderabad and forcibly annexed it. With 
even less justification, she invaded and 
annexed the small Portuguese colony of Goa. 
Goa has been Portuguese since 1510, more 
than 450 years. Its inhabitants were of 
mixed. Indian and Portuguese blood. They 
spoke Portuguese and they all had names 
like Da Silva and Da Costa. By religion, they 


were Roman Catholics. On any rational 
assessment, the Indians were the colonialist 
aggressors, not the Portuguese. 

As for massive bloodletting, the British 
at Amritsar had put a stop to murderous - 
rioting with 400 casualties. Of those, the 
most probably were. not shot by General 
Dyer’s Gurkhas but stamped and trampled. 
to death while scrambling to get out of the 
area. By contrast, the enactment of indepen- 
dence for India and Pakistan in 1947 was 
followed with a bloodbath of mutual 
slaughter by Hindus and Moslems on a scale 
which boggles the imagination. The exact 
figures for men, women, children and babies 
hacked, battered or burnt to death will 
probably never be known, but serious 
estimates range between one million and 
four million and I have seen figures suggested 
far in excess even of the latter one. | 

I know that to write as I have done is to 
spit against the wind. But that kind of wind 
is so poisonous that there is really no honour- 
able option but to make the best stand for 
truth that one can. And in the very long run, 


-as Ihave learned in the face of much personal 


pessimism, truth does have a way of emerging 
alive from under pyramids of lies. 


THOSE OF US who will be privileged to 
contest parliamentary seats on behalf of the 
British National Party in the forthcoming 


General Election aren't likely to be able to © 


afford to spend very much on publicity 
aimed at persuading people to vote for us. 
Certainly we shan’t be able to match the 
enormous publicity expenditure of the 
Establishment parties, for the simple reason 
that we don’t have their resources. Big 
Business won't support us, as it does the 
Tories; the Trade Unions won't support us, 
as they do Labour; and we won't be given 
the media coverage that will be freely given 
to the SDP/Liberal Alliance simply because 
it’s the creation of the media. 

So is there anything that we members of 
the BNP can do to offset the in-built advan- 
tages enjoyed by the other parties? Is there 
any way that we can get our message over to 
the voters despite the Establishment’s con- 
spiracy to prevent our voice being heard? | 
believe that there is provided that we aren't 
too shy to blow our own trumpets; but it will 
require some skill and not a little effort if 
we're to be successful. However, that is a 
challenge all Nationalists should willingly 
accept. 

To my mind, the most obvious way that 
Branches. and Groups can publicise our 
Party’s policies is by learning how to use the 
local media to our own advantage. With a 
few notable exceptions, too many of us have 
failed to utilise the opportunities made avail- 
able by the media in our own areas. There 
have been two main reasons for this: firstly, 
because we've tended to underestimate the 
importance of local newspapers and broad- 
casting stations; and secondly, because we've 
assumed (often quite wrongly) that everyone 


Page ten 


RONALD 


RICKCORD 


Blowing our 
own trumpets 


This article was written in the expectation that it would be published before the General 
Election. In the event, this proved impossible. We are, however, publishing it now because it 
contains many useful hints for the conduct of future elections. 


who works for the media is irrevocably 
opposed to us, and therefore will never give 
any publicity to anything that they receive 
from us. 


IMPORTANCE OF MEDIA 


It is folly to regard the local media, and 
particularly local newspapers, as unimportant 
The local press is a most potent medium, 
and one that we can’t afford to ignore. Since 
the advent of TV many people no longer 
buy national dailies, but almost everyone 
reads one or more local newspapers, especially 
now that so many of them are delivered free 
of charge to householders. 

While it’s perfectly true that most, but 
by no means all, editors.and reporters are 
biased against us, we shouldn't let that be a 
reason for failing to send them our news. We 
must always remember that few editors, 
however much they might dislike us, can 
resist the temptation to print controversial 


-or sensational stories — and let’s face it, on 
our own home patches we BNP members are. 


often considered to be controversial, and 
sometimes even sensational! 


So what is it that we must do to maxi- 
mise our coverage in the local media in the 
time that remains to us before the General 
Election and during the election campaign 
itself? | believe that there are three main 
ways that we can obtain much greater 
exposure of our policies than we have 
hitherto. Firstly, we must keep editors 
informed of all our activities and our views 
by frequently sending them well written and 
informative press releases. Secondly, we 
must prepare in advance of the election a 
series of short articles explaining in simple 
terms the policies contained in our Party 
manifesto; these can then be sent to the 
local media once the election campaign is 
under way. And thirdly, we must make a 
conscious effort to get to know newspaper- 
men and try to establish a rapport with them. 

In the following paragraphs | propose to 
discuss briefly some ways that these 
objectives can be achieved. 


PRESS RELEASES 


Editors, reporters and journalists are 
renowned for their laziness. For this reason, 
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news landing on their desks that requires 
little effort on their part stands a far greater 
chance of being. used than does slipshod 
work that requires sorting out, extensive 


editing and typing. It is therefore essential. 


that the most important method of informing 
editors of our news — the press release — 
should be presented in a way that reduces 
the chances of our efforts ending up in the 
editor’s wastepaper basket. 

During the years that I’ve been writing 
press releases for business and Nationalist 
purposes, I’ve discovered. that, providing 
eight simple rules are obeyed, the likelihood 
of getting news contained in a press release 
into print is greatly increased. These rules 
are as follows: 

(1) The release must be headed with the 
name of the Party and of the Branch or 
Group. Immediately below the heading the 
words “PRESS RELEASE” must be typed 
in capital letters. 

(2) The release must be double-space typed 
with one inch margins left on both sides of 
the text. The spacing and margins enable 
editors to insert corrections and mark up 
instructions for typsetters and printers. 

(3) The gist of the story should be contained 


in the first paragraph and should be aimed at: 


arousing the editor’s interest. Details can be 
amplified in subsequent paragraphs. 

(4) Keep it short. My own opinion is that 
unless your news is of world-shattering 
importance, a press release should not exceed 
one side of a sheet of A4 paper. About 100 
to 150 words is ideal. Editors simply don’t 
have the time or the inclination to read 
lengthy releases. The longer they are, the 
more likely they are to end up in the waste- 
paper basket! 

(5) Whenever possible, sevid relevant photo- 
graphs with your releases. Photographs should 
be black and white, glossy unglazed for the 
press. Colour transparencies should be sent 
to local TV stations. Good photographs 
enhance newsworthiness, and therefore 
increase the likelihood of getting paue story 
published. 

= (6) Beneath the text of the riiai wes the 
name, telephone number and address of the 
Originator. This informs editors whom they 
should contact if they require further infor- 
mation. However, i 
release isn’t on the phone or can’t easily be 
contacted, give the name, phone number and 
address of someone who can be contacted, 
provided that the person concerned is willing 
and able to answer enquiries from the press. 
Press releases don’t need to be signed. 

(7) If possible make sure that editors 
receive your release at least three days before 
their publication date. By getting your 
release in early you've a better chance of 
being allocated a good position in the paper. 
In addition, early releases can.be typeset less 


hurriedly than late arrivals, thus minimising. 


‘the possibility of typographical errors — a 
bugbear from which all of us who write for 
publication suffer! Late news, if it gets 
printed at all, tends to be squeezed into any 


if the originator of the: 


_to the charge of being “undemocratic”! 


odd space or corner available, and is often 


curtailed to make it fit. It might even end up 
in the Stop Press! 


(8) Be sure to send your releases to alt 


organs of the media that operate in your 
area. Sending out releases selectively can 
lead to bad feeling. Editors who aren't given 
the opportunity to report a good story that 
has been given to their competitors aren't 
likely to give you very sympathetic treatment 
in the future! | 

Writing press releases is really a matter 
of common sense. Anyone of average intelli- 
gence should be capable of producing an 
interesting, informative and presentable 
release. But, of course, as with most things, 
the more releases that yon write, the better 
they. will become. 


NEWSPAPER ARTICLES 


Producing traditional election addresses 


and distributing them among voters is a 
costly and time-consuming business which at 
present is well beyond the means of many 
BNP Branches and Groups. But the failure of 
a candidate to produce an election address 
can be a major disadvantage because if they 
don’t receive such a document many voters 
will have no way of knowing what a candi- 
date stands for. 

= However, Branches and Groups that are 
unable to afford an election address needn't 
regard it as an insuperable handicap provided 
that they exercise a little forethought. The 
problem can be easily overcome, or at least 
minimised, by preparing as early as possible 
a series of short articles on likely election 
topics for distribution to the media during 


the course of the election campaign. Suitable. 
topics for discussion in these articles can be. 
obtained by taking a quick look at the 


“What We Stand For” panel on the back 
page of British Nationalist. 

The articles should be short, to the 
point, and should clearly inform readers of 
our Party’s policies on the subjects discussed. 
Regarding length, | suggest that an article of 
this sort should be somewhere between 500 
and 750 words long. If an editor invites you 
to submit an article, ask him how many 
words he wants, and then try and stick to 
the figure he gives you because he has 
probably reserved that amount of blank 
space in which to print your article. 

Some readers may think that I’m being 
unduly optimistic by suggesting that editors 
will actually invite us to submit articles. All | 


. can say is that during the 1979 election no 


less than four editors asked me for articles, 
and during the weeks preceding the election 
eight articles of mine were published in six 
newspapers. In any case, since most local 


newspapers allocate space to the candidates 


of the Establishment parties, they can 

scarcely refuse to make their columns avail- 

able to the BNP without opening themselves 
erg 

One word of warning. If you aren't a 

dab hand with a pen (or rather, a typewriter) 


get someone who is to check out your article 
for you. While most editors will correct the 
efforts of Establishment candidates (many 
of whom are semi-literate), some may publish 
BNP articles uncorrected in order to belittle 
us. You can prevent that happening by 
making sure that you get your facts right, and 
that your grammar and spelling are correct. 

When your article is ready and has been 
checked, send it with a covering letter to the 
editors of all your local newspapers and to 
the programme directors of your local radio 
and TV stations. However, if you have been 
invited to submit an article, it should be-sent 
only to the editor concerned. If possible, it 
is much better to ring up the editors and 
make appointments to take your article to 
them personally. This enables them to raise 
any queries that they may.-have about the 
article, as well as giving them an-opportunity 
of getting to know you. 


CULTIVATING THE PRESS 


Following on from the point just made, 
every endeavour should be made by candi- 
dates, election agents and press officers to 
get to know: the newspapermen in their 
areas. -Over the years I’ve got to know local 


editors quite well simply by calling on them 


from time to time, usually with the excuse 
that I’ve a press release or that I’ve written a 
letter-to-the-editor for them. Although most 
editors, disagree with my views, they've 
always been polite to me, and usually when 
| call at their offices I’m offered a cup of tea 
or coffee — and sometimes something rather 
stronger! The point | wish to make is that by 
making personal contact with newspapermen 
in this way they soon realise that we're 
decent, sincere and likeable people, and not 
the monsters that some of them have con- 
vinced themselves that we are. When they 
realise that, they almost always become 
better disposed towards us. Getting to know 
them and letting them get to know us can, 
and does, pay dividends. 


CONCLUSION 


In this short article I’ve tried to give 
some tips to help candidates and others to 
obtain favourable publicity for our Party 
and for themselves by using to the best 
possible advantage the facilities made avail- 
able by the local media. Possibly there are 
other and perhaps better ways that this can 
be achieved, and it may be that I’m guilty 
of “teaching my grandmother to suck eggs.” 
However, | strongly feel that we Nationalists 
ought to make far better use of the local 
media than we have in the past. If this article 
induces even a handful of Party activists to 
make better use of the local media than they 
have done in the past, then it won't have 
been written in vain. 

We must never fall into the trap of 
imagining that because the media is generally 
hostile towards us we are wasting our time 
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Life in Liberated Africa 


Remember Rhodesia? That was 
that awful, racist country in Africa 
where those terrible Whites were 
keeping the Black majority re- 
pressed — wouldn't even let the 
Blacks vote! 

Fortunately, that dreadful state of 
affairs wasn’t permitted to continue. 
When Henry Kissinger was con- 
firmed by the U.S. Senate as 
Secretary of State in 1973, he 
promised to tighten the economic 
screws on the Rhodesian racists by 
closing all remaining loopholes in 
the trade boycott which had been 
imposed on the country earlier, and 
he did. And the Christian churches 
‘in the United States and Europe 
collected money to buy weapons 
and bandages for the heroic Black 
` freedom fighters who were trying to 
overthrow the racists. The con- 
trolled media did their part too, of 
course. 

The White Rhodesians finally 
gave up four years ago and let the 
Blacks vote for a new government. 
Power was handed over to newly 
elected Black leaders, the country 
was renamed Zimbabwe, the Christ- 
ians and Jews in the West cheered, 
the trade boycott was ended, and 
the U.S. government promised lots 
of foreign aid, so that the Blacks 
would have a chance to show what 
they could do under the new “one 
man, one vote” system for which 
they had been fighting. And now 
everything is much better than 
before, right? cori Te 

Well, not quite. Zimbabwe's new 
Black prime minister, Robert Mu- 
gabe, tried to assassinate his only 
political rival, Joshua Nkomo, a few 
weeks ago, forcing the latter to flee 
the country. Mugabe’s troops then 
began massacreing Nkomo’s sup- 
porters in the countryside, display- 
ing the sort of casual brutality which 
is characteristic of Black Africa: 
families were herded into huts, 
which were then set afire; men were 
forced to dig their graves, then 
beaten to death with iron bars; 
women were gang-raped, then 
fiendishly mutilated. So far an 
estimated 2,000 have been killed — 
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UNITED NATIONS FEEDING STATION IN NIGERIA 
Four out of five Black African nations are unable to feed themselves 


about a third as many Blacks as lost 
their lives in the long terrorist war 
against White Rhodesia. 


WAVE OF TERROR 


Nkomo’s disbanded troops have 
responded with a wave of terror of 
their own, directed especially at 
Whites. Their aim is to force more 
of the 100,000 Whites remaining in 
Zimbabwe — about 1.3 per cent of 
the population — to flee. Since the 
Whites currently are producing 90 
per cent of Zimbabwe's agricultural 


produce which reaches the market- 


place, Nkomo’s men can effectively 
starve out the cities and close down 
Mugabe’s government, if they can 
halt White production. Some two 
dozen Whites have been murdered 
or kidnaped since the current ruckus 
began. 

Even if Mugabe succeeds in 
terrorizing Nkomo’s supporters into 
quiescence, he seems hell-bent on 
bringing about the same economic 
collapse of Zimbabwe with his 


land-redistribution program that 
they are aiming at by killing White 
farmers. The program calls for 
turning over 55 per cent of the land 
now owned by Whites to unem- 
ployed, landless Blacks. About 
1,300 Black families per month are 
being settled on White land. The 
consequence is that White farms 
which formerly produced market- 
able crops are effectively being 
taken out of production and are 
reverting to the single-family subsis- 
fence farming to which Blacks are 
accustomed. 

European agricultural advisers are 
wringing their hands, but Mugabe 
insists on continuing the redistribu- 
tion. He promised his followers 
during the period of guerrilla 
warfare that when the White racists 
had been defeated their land would 
be given to Blacks. If he reneges 
now he will lose most of his 
supporters. 

Greater economic assistance from 
the United States and European 
nations, which desperately want 
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| 
Zimbabwe's Black government to 
succeed for ideological reasons, may 
keep the country from chaos for 
another few years, but it neverthe- 
less will very soon join the ranks of 
Africa’s beggar nations, which are 
unable to feed themselves. Of some 
_ 45 independent Black countries in 
‘sub-Saharan Africa, only nine are 
~ able to produce enough food to feed 
themselves. 
countries in the world, 22 are in 
Black Africa. 

And the situation is becoming 
worse, not better. During the decade 
1970-1980 the economies of eight 
Black countries actually shrank, 
while the total debt owed to the rest 
of the world by Black Africa 


increased tenfold. Even the show- 


case countries, such as Kenya and 


Nigeria, which formerly were used. 


as examples to prove to doubters 
that Blacks could fend for them- 
selves, are now in extremis. 

Sôme apologists blame Black 
Africa's economic problems on an 
uncontrolled birthrate — the popu- 
lation of Black Africa is- growing at 
twice the rate of the rest of the world 


— but that is begging the question.’ 


Blacks’ inability to control their 
birthrate is related to the same racial 
characteristics which are at the root 
of the current slaughter in Zim- 
babwe and similar phenomena in 
other Black countries during the 
past two decades, whether President 
Idi Amin’s bloody antics in, Uganda 
or “Emperor” Jean-Bedel Bokassa’‘s 
predilection for keeping human cold 
cuts in the palace refrigerator in the 
Central African Republic. 

The first Biack country in Africa 
to be given its independence after 
the Second World War was Ghana: 
in 1957 the British turned over the 
administration of their former colo- 
ny to a Black government. Before 
that the British government had 
taken great pains to assure Ghana's 
success as an independent country. 
An extensive communications and 
transportation network had been 
developed; modern factories had 
been built; the system of schools 
and universities was the pride of 
Black Africa. 

Ghana was rich in natural re- 
sources, and European investors 
were eager to help the Ghanians 


Of the 30 poorest. 


exploit them. The U.S. Peace Corps 
chose Ghana as the first country to 
receive its volunteer advisers. For 
the first few years things seemed 
rosy, and racial egalitarians every- 
where were immensely proud. Li- 
beral magazines cited the rates at 
which Ghana was turning out 
university graduates and Ghanian 
families were acquiring telephones 
and television receivers. 

Then Ghana simply began to run 
down. When a machine broke in a 
factory, no one bothered to fix it; 
potholes accumulated in the paved 
roads, until many became impas- 
sable; production dropped at a 
cocoa plantation, because someone 
forgot to order machetes. European 
businessmen, appalled at the grow- 
ing governmental corruption and 
bureaucratic ineptness, quietly be- 


gan to leave. Today the country has 


virtually ground to a halt, and 
tomorrow a substantial portion of 


the Ghanian population will be 


starving. 


LACK OF ABILITY 


And the reason will be neither a 
lack of resources nor a lack of 
training; it will be a lack of ability 
on the part of the people to plan, to 
organize, to relate concepts, to 
analyze, to make independent deci- 
sions. It will be bureaucrats who 
have been awarded fancy university 
diplomas, who have acquired exqui- 
site taste in clothes and wine, and 
who can converse intelligently in 
several languages — but who are at 
a loss if a fuse blows in a piece of 
office equipment, who cannot solve 
new problems or improvise when an 
accustomed routine breaks down, 
and who feel no sense of responsi- 
bility or concern for any situation 
which is not personally and immedi- 
ately threatening. 

That is not a reason either Black 
Africans or their White and Jewish 


supporters are likely to accept, 
however: not only is it contrary to- 


their cherished dogma that men of 
all races are equal in ability, but it 


implies that Blacks are inherently 


incapable of even sustaining, not to 
mention creating, a civilized, tech- 
nological society. Never fear, 
though; they have found a much 


more palatable reason: all of Black 
Africa’s problems are the fault of the 
White racists in South Africa. 

Random House has a new book 
out on the subject; it’s The Africans, 
by David Lamb, a reporter for the 
Los Angeles Times. It was a 
February selection of the History 
Book Club and was reviewed in that 
organization’s prospectus by Leo 
Spitzer, a history professor at 
Dartmouth College and an “expert” 
on the subject himself. Writes 
Spitzer: 


Lamb sees the key to the continent's 
future in a resolution of the problem of 
South Africa — in the elimination of 
white domination and the creation of a 
multiracial society in that rich and 
economically developed region of the 
continent. The ending of white rule, he 
argues, would permit that nation’s 
neighbors to “draw freely upon South 
Africa’s surplus food, industry, exper- 
tise and efficiency,” and would dramati- 
cally alter the economic character of the 
entire area. “Then everything else would 
follow,” Lamb concludes, “for economic 
self-reliance is the forerunner of political 
stability, the birth of a middle class, 
improved health conditions, and a 
controlled birthrate.” 


How's that for logic? South Africa 
is already exporting food to most of 
Black Africa. Last year approxi- 
mately $1.5 billion in South African 
goods went to 48 other African 
states (most of whom will not admit 
that they are trading with the hated 
Whites), and food was by far the 
largest item exported. Four and 
one-half million White South Afri- 
cans, occupying just 3 per cent of 
Africa’s total land area, are keeping 
a good portion of their 350 million 
Black neighbors from starving. At 
the same time they are producing 
more than 40 per cent of the 


industrial output of the entire 
continent. 
But the wicked, racist South 


African goose is not giving its 
golden eggs to its neighbors fast 
enough. Besides, it’s not fair that 
Whites should be so much more 
successful than Blacks. So the 
solution is to kill the goose, get all 
the golden eggs at once — and 
forever end the intolerable spectacle 
of White order and achievement 
alongside Black chaos and failure. O 
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ECONOMY SIMPLIFIED 


MONEY: Money is the means of exchanging 
goods and services. The provision of gold, 
silver and copper coins took the place of 
Barter. Barter occurred when those who 
created articles (real wealth) exchanged 
these articles with each other. This exchange 
depended upon the value. Value depended 
upon how badly a person needed the article. 
Money to take the place of Barter was issued 
by the ruler (King) who determined the 
value of the coinage. 


CREDIT: When a person possessing money 
or goods or services hands over goods or 
lends money in the hope of future repay- 
ment, the person receiving the money or 
goods is obliged-to a He is in Debt; he 
has received Credit. 


USURY: Banks create credit (purchasing 
power) without money backing simply by 
making. entries in a book or ledger which 
create compound interest. Banks make their 
money by the interest on the purchasing 
power they lend. In other words, the banks 
create credit (purchasing power) out of 
nothing simply because people trust: the 
banks to have money. They create bogus 
money used for exchanging goods and 
services. Banks also hold for security money 
placed with them-by the people, but this 
only amounts to about one eighth of the 
purchasing power the bank’is able to lend. 
International bankers issue credit (inter- 
national purchasing power) to nations which 
they create out of nothing. 

_ Banks have a certain amount of coinage 
at their disposal, but modern coinage is 
debased metal, that is the face value of the 
coin is far more than the real metal contained 
in the coin. | 

International bankers try and amass the 
gold resources of the world to back their 
issue of credit. However, there is not enough 
gold to back their issue of credit (purchasing 
power); they have issued so much purchasing 
power in the form of book or ledger money 
that the world has been swamped with it and 
there is no hope of repayment in goods and 
services to the banks. The banks do not want 
government-created paper money nor book 
money; they demand either gold or real 
wealth (created articles). 

International bankers — Rothschilds, 
Rockefellers, Lazard Freres and the rest — 
have lent out purchasing power backed by 
the savings and pension funds of the British 
working man to the so-called Third World 
and to communist countries (countries 
under the control of the bankers) in the 
hope of squeezing in repayment real wealth 
to equal the value of the purchasing power 
with interest. International banks will only 
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take this or gold; they do not want 
government-created paper money. 

Quite recently agents for the banks were 
buying articles made of gold from the people 
with paper money high in face value but 
valueless in real wealth (the cost of the paper). 
They wanted the gold as a backing for the 
worthless book money they had created. 


STATE SLAVERY: Let us look at a typical 


example of a country in debt to the inter- 
national bankers: Poland. Poland is fighting 
back to regain its freedom. It has a debt to 
the international bankers of five. billion 
dollars. It has to repay this debt with interest 


in created wealth. That is, the Polish worker 


has to hand over all the wealth he creates to 
1epay the debt entered into by his govern- 
ment. International bankers do not want 
Polish paper money but will take gold. 
Therefore the Polish communist government 


has to sell this created wealth in the world 


market to get the gold to repay the debt. 
Therefore the Polish worker is deprived of 
the use of the goods he creates. He is im- 
poverished in order to repay the debt. The 
Poles have revolted against being deprived of 
the use of the goods they create and the 
Soviet Union of slave states has forced the 
Communist Government of Poland to put 
the country under military rule and force 
the Polish workers to work. 

The International Bankers have lent 
credit (purchasing power) to the amount of 
£200,000,000 to Mexico to build a steel mill 
in the hope that Mexico. will pay them back 
with interest in real wealth created by the 
Mexican workers, i.e. Steel, which through 
their subsidiary companies they will sell at a 
profit. If Mexico cannot repay, it will very 
likely become a communist (state capitalist) 
slave state and the people will be forced to 
make the repayments as in Poland. 


BUST AND BOOM: By recalling their credit, 
banks force their debtors to repay their 
debts in full. In order to repay their debts, 
companies have to sell their assets or they 
are taken over by the banks in lieu of pay- 
ment. Firms close down and men are thrown 
out of work. The banks get control of the 
real wealth: property, machinery, tools, etc. 
This is the bust. When the banks have 
sufficient control of real wealth they will 
begin issuing purchasing power (credit) 
again at compound interest; firms will 
reopen, men will be employed and real 
wealth from raw materials will once more be 
created, building up property for the next 
bank bust. International banks love a war; 
they create thousands of millions of pounds 
worth of credit and lend to governments at 
compound interest to fight each other and 


then, after the war, impoverish the nations 
in forcing repayment. 

Why cannot: the worker afford to buy 
the real wealth he creates? How do we get a 
stable economy? 

The answer is to take the power to 
create credit (purchasing power) out of the 
hands of the banks and the banking system 
and place the- power to create all forms of 
money and credit in the hands of the Queen 
in Parliament and have all money issued to 


the nation asa debt- and interest-free service. 


Bankers, and indeed the government, will 
still be able to lend money at a fixed interest 
but only from money they actually hold.. 


INFLATION: There is too much money 
(paper and coins) in circulation to purchase 
the goods and services the nation creates; 
but this is complicated by the fact that 
bankers create purchasing power (credit) out 
of nothing and issue it as an interest bearing 
debt: the real cause of inflation. | 


DEFLATION: There is not enough money 
in circulation (paper and coins — token 
wealth) to purchase the goods and services 
the nation produces. 

‘It is therefore necessary for the govern- 
ment to establish a body to regulate the 
amount of currency in circulation so that it 
will be equivalent to the value of goods and 
services being created by the nation. 

However, the international bankers are 
out to get full control of all forms of 
purchasing power by the establishment of a 
credit card system or computerised money. 
Already a scheme has been tried whereby a 
number has been tatooed on the hand of 
men by alaser beam. A man thereby becomes 
a walking credit card able to get credit 
simply by placing his hand through a beam 
of light, and a computer will record all | 
credits and debits. Dr. Hendrik Elderman, 
Chief Analyst of the Common Market 
confederacy, has suggested that by using 
three six digital numbers (xxxxxx XXXXXX 
XXXXXX) the entire world could be assigned a 
working credit card number. 

Behind the establishment of the 
Common Market and the United Nations 
Organisation is the plan to destroy the 
nation state and to establish a central power 
to gain control of the economy of the 
nations. If we really want an honest currency 
we must bring back the gold, silver and 
copper coinage the value of which will be 
decided by the Queen in Parliament. 

The Carringtons, Heaths and Mac- 
Gregors of this world are all servants of the 
international bankers, and all those who 
have fulfilled their purpose in government 


Conta. on next page 


BADGES 

British National Party badges are at 
long last available and can be obtained at 
£1.25 (post-free) from 43 Clevedon Road, | 
London S,E,20. 


Price of SPEARHEAD 


Some new subscribers to Spearhead 
may have taken out their subscription under 
the impression that the price for a yéar’s 
copies is £6.15 instead of the correct price 
of £6.75. 

This is because among the many back 
issues supplied to the British National Party 
office for the sending out of samples with 
recent enquiry packs following the General 
Election there were some that were priced 
at the old rate of 35p, with a yearly subs- 

_cription rate of £6.15. 


PUBLISHING DELAY 


This issue of Spearhead has been made 
unavoidably late due to the General Elect- 
ion, which has occupied the time both of 
our Editor and printer. 

The July issue will in consequence be 
delayed in publication until about mid- 
July. The August issue will appear around 
the 7th/8th of August, and the September 
issue will come out at the beginning of Sep- 
tember. Publication thereafter will, unless 
there are unforseen mishaps, be stabilised at 
the beginning of each month. 


Back issues of Spearhead and other period- 
icals for sale. SAE for list to Box 95, 
Spearhead, Seacroft, 52 Westbourne Villas, 
Hove, Sussex. 


SCENARIO OF WAR 


(Contd. from page 6) 


Finally, the whole of the manhood of 
the nation must be prepared for rapid 
mobilisation for war. That means the re- 
introduction of national service: By no other 
means can Britain fight a war of any 
significant size. The victory by professionals 
in the Falklands was a fine victory, but we 


must not delude ourselves that all wars in the 


future will be of Falklands dimensions. 
History should long ago have convinced us 
otherwise. 

But of course the barriers to the re- 
introduction of national service in Britain 
are essentially politieal barriers — barriers 
that exist in the nature of our political 
system and in the psychology of the vast 
majority: of our present political leaders and 
the parties they serve. The same can be said 
of the barriers to developing an independent 
defence capacity and of the barriers to the 
overcoming of the sickly pacifism which 
infects a large part of our populace, in 
particular its most influential part. 

So it all comes down to politics — and 
principally to a scale of political reform 
within Britain that is revolutionary in its 
ature. ; 

At the present time the conditions for 
this scale of reform simply do not exist. The 
climate of opinion is not there which. will 
support it. The political machinery which 
would make it possible is lacking. 

The first task therefore is to cultivate 
by systematic education a climate of opinion 
among politically conscious and active 
people which may lead the way to the right 
conditions for reform prevailing in the 
future. This series of articles is intended as a 
contribution to that task. Out of such small 
acorns, let us hope that great oaks will grow. 


BLOWING OUR OWN TRUMPETS 


(Contd. from page 11) 


trying to make use of it. There’s an old 
saying, “Nothing ventured, nothing gained.” 
It’s only by continually confronting and 
badgering editors and reporters that we will 


ever obtain the publicity for our Party that | 


we seek. And who knows? — by our efforts 
in this direction we might even succeed i in 
surprising ourselves! 


LEAGUE REVIEW 


For a, new view on human affairs read League 


Review, journal of the League of St. George. 
This is a 24-page pictorial magazine costing 45p. 
Supscription rate is £5. for 8 issues (British 
Isles). tor sample send 6Op to: League Review, 
9/11 Kensington High Street, London W8 SNP. 


and elsewhere are rewarded by directorships 
in the banking system. 

These international bankers are deter- 
mined to get full control of all raw materials, 
all sources of energy (oil, coal, electricity, 
etc.) and eventually control over the creators 
of real wealth from raw materials — control 
over -mankind (read 1984 and Animal Farm 


-by George Orwell). They will use the Com- 


munists and Trotskyites to create revolutions 
and the socialists and liberals to bemuse and 
deceive the people for this purpose. They 
will force the mongrelisation of the most 
intelligent breeds of men to wipe out all 
opposition. (Read Tragedy and Hope by 
Professor Caroll Quigley and The Naked 


Capitalist by W. Cleon Skoussen). 


It was decided that, rather than slip 
notes. into each such copy informing en- 
quirers of the new rate,.’‘we would inform 
them by means of this notice. i 

Any who have taken out subscriptions 
believing the old rate to apply and sending 
money to that value have been credited 
with 11 issues instead of the usual 12. This 
is slightly more than they have paid for but 
they may regard the tiny balance as being 
‘on the house’. | 

We would also like to draw to the att- 
ention of our overseas readers the fact that 
all foreign cheques paid into British banks 
carry a commission of £3 which is payable 
to the banks. This means that the sum of 
£3 must be added to any remittance sent to 
Spearhead by means of foreign cheques 
made out in the currency of the country in 
which the cheque was issued. 


Our magazine, though it believes in racial 


differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
oppose multi-racialism should attack the poli- 


ticians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


‘Spearhead is available frona our office to those who wish to ensure obtaining copies for themselves 
every month and to those who wish to obtain quantities for redistribution. 

Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a subscription by filling in 
the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or postal order for the amount appiicable. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick in box where applicable): — 

British Isles: £6.75[ Overseas unsealed surface mail: £7.35] Overseas sealed surface mail: £9.40 O 
Unsealed air-mail Middle East: £10.30 [I 
Africa: £11.90 O Unsealed air-mail Australia, New Zealand, Far East: £12.80 L] 


Unsealed air-mail Canada, USA, South America and 


10-19 copies: 32p ea.; 


Please note: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling; if remittance is in over- 
seas « irrency, an additional charge of £3 is required in the case of cheques and 50p in the case of 
banknotes, these going to pay banker's commission. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows: — 


20-49 copies: 29p ea.; 50-99 copies: 24p ea.; 
500 copies or over: 15p ea. 


100-199 copies: 21p ea.; 
200-499 copies: 18p ea.; (For advice on postal rates, please contact 


our office). 


All cheques or postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: Seacroft, Westbourne 
Villas, Hove, Sussex. 
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This month we are devoting the correspon- 
dence page to excerpts from letters received 
by the British National Party in response to 
its election broadcast. As the writers have 
not given consent to their names being pub- 
lished, only their areas are printed here. 


SIR: After watching the BNP election, 
broadcast and learning about the party 
from local supporters and newspapers, I 
have come to realise that this party has 
much to offer Britain and its people. 

Despite the fact that I am only 17 and 
not eligible to vote, I would be grateful 
if you could send me some more inform- 
ation regarding the aims of the party. 

I ask this as I, like many other students 
in the area, am dissatisfied with the econ- 
omic and social situation in Britain today, 
and with the projected paths to recovery 
proposed by the Conservative and Labour 
Parties. 

STORTH, CUMBRIA 


SIR: May I offer you my compliments on a 
most effective electoral broadcast which, 
within a limited time, presented the main 
tenets of the Nationalist cause and exposed 
the malignant social paiage of multi- 
racialism. 

I am a veteran Nationalist who recently 
secured early retirement from the position 
of Headteacher at a school in order to 
fight the pervasive influence of the multi- 
racial educational lobby in its attempts to 
erode our national culture and to disadvan- 
tage our white pupils by policies of ‘posi- 
tive discrimination’. 

In the present fragmented state of the 
Nationalist movement, it is encouraging 
to hear a statement of policy which pro- 
vides a basis for a future unification. 

LEEDS 


SIR: My wife and I watched you speak on 
television. May we say with great sincer- 
ity that we both agree with everything you 
said. It is absolutely true that these imm- 
igrants are the reason for the massive in- 
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crease in crime and violence. 

One of the reasons we are so bitter is 
because we are near a black ghetto, and in 
the middle of an Asian one. We have our 
house up for sale but because we are in an 
Asian area our agent has told us that we 


. will not get the proper value for our prop- 


erty. 

Just to think that I fought for my coun- 
try for 54 years in the Navy. This country 
fills me with disgust and shame, because 
it has been given away, and we are now 
the dustbin of the world. 

When the immigrants are booted out, 
the do-gooders who caused all this should 
be put on the same ships. 

My friend, we admire your strength 
and courage. Please carry on putting your 
message across because you have millions 
of true British npeeple behind you. 

LEICESTER 


SIR: At last someone has had the guts to 
put the views of millions of British people. 
If only more people would take your line 
of politics, we might get rid of immigrants 
and unemployed in one go. 

DARLINGTON 


SIR: I was deeply impressed by your elec- 
tion broadcast. I have held such views for 
many years — especially on restoring nat- 
ional self-respect and a stop on the influx _ 
of immigrants. 

I would like to see some militant pat- 
tiotism. If we could, for example, gener- 
ate the feelings amongst the people that 
have been present in war, this country 
could soon be put back on its feet. And 
we are fighting a war -- against reds and 
liberal do- gooders. 

People I talk to call me a racist - well 
I am proud of the term. I care for my 
race, my people and my beautiful country. 

SUDBURY, SUFFOLK 


SIR: Many thanks for your truthful political 
broadcast. It made a change from the 
bilge and two-faced lies from the main 
parties. 

It makes me want to cry when I think 


how great our country used to be until 


those thoughtless, vate-catching bastards in 
the Labour Party decided to let in any Singh 
or Patel. Not only that, I have heard that 
Roy Hattersley wanted to bring in all their 
damned dependents as well. What kind of 
a mindless half-wit is he? 

I. would do me good to see a British 
National Party in government. God bless 
you all! 7 T 
SUTTON COLDFIELD 


SIR: I saw your election broadcast and I 
must say that a patriot, regardless of the 
corner of the world from which he or she 
comes, would support BNP aims and ideas. 


I must make it clear that I am not British 
or indeed white. - 

As a West Indian, I do believe it is 
absolutely imperative that all people, and 
not least black people, identify with a 
homeland that is theirs, that has a place in 
their history and not someone else's history. 
There are many in the black community 
who would rather be a citizen of their own 
country than a second-class citizen of 
another. . 

LONDON S.E.15 


SIR: I saw your party political broadcast 
and was very impressed with it. I would 
have approached the National Front but I 
had heard there was a homosexual element 
there, and I am strongly against that. My 
husband was a Ukrainian who came here 
after the war. He saw the difference in 
England between 1947 and 1983 and was 
appalled at what he saw. 

NEWCASTLE UPON TYNE 


SIR: I’m a 25-year-old skin from New- 
castle and very worried about the state of 
this country. I think that Britain should be 
a white country. 

I saw your broadcast on Channel 4 and 
I was very impressed — much more so than 
with those ‘other twits running the country. 
I wish you all success. 

DURHAM. 


SIR: I am writing with regard to your elec- 
tion broadcast. To see the Union Flag and 
hear the plain honest truth spoken was not 
only very refreshing but totally spellbind- 
ing. eres - 
PLYMOUTH 


SIR: I must congratulate you on a very 


fine TV broadcast. You hit home at the 
truth and I wish your party all the success 
possible. 
I am a military author and | fought in 
the war to keep Britain for the British. 
LINCOLN 


SIR: I would like to congratulate you on 
your marvellous broadcast. Your policies 
make great sense. I work offshore as an 
electrician and, like most of my work- 
mates, am sick of working with equipment 


.worth millions of pounds which is foreign 


made. 
PETERHEAD, ABERDEENSHIRE 


SIR: I am writing to say how much | en- 
joyed your election broadcast. The other 
parties come out with the same old rubbish. 
You are the only one who made sense to 
me, and you came over as a very sincere 
man. You are voicing the opinion of the 
silent majority who never get the chance 
to air their views. 

LOUGHTON, ESSEX 


When last year the British National 
Party leadership made its declaration of 
intent to contest 50 seats at the coming 
General Election, it committed itself to 
an exceedingly ambitious strategy. 

The party was only formed in April 
1982. It took the National Front over 7 
years from the time of its foundation to 
get into a position to fight a General 
Election on such a scale, and in that 
period the NF had a virtual monopoly of 
support among British Nationalists — by 
contrast with the BNP today, which is 
forced to campaign in an environment of 
division and rivalry among Nationalists. 

Had the BNP managed within 2 
YEARS of its faundation to contest 50 
parliamentary seats and qualify for broad- 
casting time. — in other words had the 
election at which it opted to pursue this 
aim been held in 1984 and had it 
succeeded by that time, as was the original 
plan, to raise the support to put up 50 
candidates — this would have been a 
considerable achievement. 

When, however, it became known 
that the election was likely to be held in 
1983, and furthermore most probably in 
JUNE 1983, the party became confronted 


with a seemingly impossible challenge. 


Should it back down and excuse itself on 


the basis that the election was being 


called much earlier than anticipated? 


The temptation to do so was great, and © 


‘no-one could have condemned us from 
declining to take on the apparently 
‘impossible’. f 

We chose, however, not to back 
down but to pull out every resource and 
‘have a go’. The opportunity to win 
broadcasting time was too good to miss, 
and it would: almost certainly be the last 
such opportunity for us to do so at the 
cost of £150 per seat. ; 

if the election was to be held in 
June, which date would be chosen? 
Would it be the 23rd? Or the 16th? Or 
the 9th? We dreaded the announcement 
of the latter date, as the time given to us 
to mobilise our forces and raise the 
necessary finance would be intolerably 
short. | wondered whether even the fine 
body of activists and supporters we have 
would be up to this task. | wondered 
whether the vast amount of preparatory 
work we would have to perform could be 
done in such a limited period. 

Then the bombshell fell. My wife, 
listening to our radio, heard the announce- 
ment that it WAS to be June 9th! She 
called up to me in my office and told me 
the news. What we had dreaded had come 
about. Could we manage it in time? . 

| decided quickly that we simply 
HAD to manage it. Sometimes the forces 
of destiny operate to give one just one 
opportunity — which must be quickly 


opportunity that we have presented you 


Well done 


BNP! 


Huge enquiry rate 
justifies party strategy 


seized or forever lost. | felt in my bones 
that those forces of destiny were now 
knocking on our door and saying to us; 
“This is your challenge. This is your 
moment of supreme test. Are you up to 
it? If you people are fit, as you imagine 
you are, one day to govern and regenerate 
Britain — if you have the WILL to achieve 
such things — then you must be fit and 


must have the will to organise yourselves in 


this next three weeks and a bit to grasp this 
ies 

In a series of furious operations we 
mobilised our forces. First, a general 
members’ bulletin was rapidly run off and 
sent out appealing for funds: This brought 


a magnificent response, and without these- 


contributions we could not have succeeded 
in time. Also a magnificent gesture of 
help came from our supporters at the 
post office in Islington, led by John 
Smith, who raised nearly £1,000. By 
these means we were able to provide sub- 
sidies to those branches who could not 
manage out of their own resources the 
full total of their candidates’. deposits, 
and to finance the extensive printing 
operations which quickly had to be got 
going. 

There then came the most important 
job of all: that of organising our branches 
to fight the necessary 50-plus seats. Here 
we benefitted from an extremely efficient 
system of liaison that had been set up 
some very short time previously under 
the auspices of our Elections Department. 
Five senior party officers became respon- 
sible for providing the assistance, advice, 
leadership, cajoling and — sometimes — 
downright coercion that was needed to 
induce our branches to perform their 
necessary duties. These five worked enor- 
mously hard at their tasks, and they 
accomplished their mission just in the 
nick of time. 54 seats were fought, giving 
us just that margin of error that we 
needed to allow for something going 
wrong in the getting in of candidates’ 
nominations. We had earned what we set 
out to obtain — broadcasting time! 


| have mentioned the word ‘leader- 


ship’ and | will elaborate a little. This 
miracle of organisation and effort, 
achieved in just over 3 weeks, was some- 


thing we owe 100 per-cent to that 
factor — the leadership of positive and 
strong-willed individuals who were deter- 
mined to get things done and for whom 
the word ‘impossible’ did not exist. For 
what we managed to do we owe absolutely 
nothing to ‘democratic’ procedures; 
indeed in the few cases where ‘democracy’ 
was allowed to prevail it nearly sabotaged 
the whole operation. _ 

Our whole situation during these few 
weeks called for personal initiative and 
rapid decision-making. Had we sat about 
and put every issue to the vote, we would 
not have succeeded in doing anything. 

Without any question, the operation 
paid off. Within a few days of our TV 
broadcast, the mail started to flood in. 
None of us had ever seen so many 
enquiries, and it needed a real emergency 
operation here at Hove to collate and 
send out the huge number of information 
packs needed. Here again our workers 
rose magnificently to the challenge and 
the job was done in very short time. Very 
shortly we shall start to reap the benefits 
in terms of recruitment, donations and an 
expansion of our literature distribution. 
From the very beginning of the 
operation, it was probable that we would 
obtain low votes, and we resolved not to 
let this bother us. We were in the election 


‘to gain nationwide publicity and put our 


partys name on the imap, and these 
things we did. A good Nationalist vote 
was never on the cards, as recent by- 
elections had indicated, and there was no 
point in expending futile effort trying to 
boost our vote in each constituency when 
the vital priority was to reach the target 
of 50 seats. This was communicated to 
our branches and their candidates at the 
outset of the campaign and most of them 
understood it. In the outcome our votes 
were low, as expected, establishing once 
again what already should .be clear to 
every mature Nationalist: that the time 
for a real Nationalist breakthrough at the 
polls is not yet. All the weight of the 
mass media is mobilised to make general 
elections a three-horse race, and for the 
time being there is absolutely nothing we 
can do to prevent this. All useful activity 
at elections is activity which helps to lay 
the foundations for future Nationalist 
growth by winning publicity and recruiting 
members, particularly ACTIVISTS. 

This we have done in the General 
Election of 1983. We have done it through 
sound organisation and heroic effort. Let 
me conclude in offering my sincerest and 
deepest thanks to all those who contri- 
buted to this. Now — a brief rest before 
we get down to the job of consolidating 
our gains! 


JOHN TYNDALL 
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New recordings 
now available! 


BNP Recordings are pleased to announce 
two new cassettes which will be available 
from early in the new year. These are: — 


RALLY ‘82 


This recording features speeches made at 
the British National Party rally in London on 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future!’. 

On side 1 of the cassette are recordings 
of the speeches by Charles Parker and Ray 
Hill; on side 2 is the closing speech by John 
Tyndall. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS (II) 


This cassette features the 4th and Sth of 
a series of specially recorded talks by John 
Tyndall, made in a studio employing Hi-Fi 
equipment. The talks are: — 


talk the BNP leader demolishes the most 
frequently used arguments employed in 
opposition to the nationalist idea and urges 
_ that that idea is now essential to Britain’ s 
survival. 
Side 2: Tragedy of the 20th Century. In 
this recording Tyndall speaks of World War H 
and its ruinous consequences for Britain and 
the West. 
Both these talks provide ideal instruc- 
tional material for educating young people, in 
nationalism. 


We also minia everyone of two other 
recordings still available which have proved 
very popular. These are: — 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1 of this cassette features recordings 
of parts of the speeches made at the Nationalist 


1981. Hear John Tyndall, Ray Hill, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford Walker and others. 
Side 2 consists of the third of the series 
of specially recorded talks by John Tyndall 
entitled The coming British revolution. In this 
talk Tyndall exposes the fraud of the political 
system masquerading as ‘democracy’ and 
outlines vital changes needed to raise the level 
of British political leadership. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS (I) 


The first two recorded talks of a series 
by the BNP leader. These are: — 

Side 1: Our Anglo-Saxon heritage. This 
talk is about the great world-wide heritage of 
the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic peoples and calls for 
their unity. 

Side 2: Britain’s economic crisis. Tyndall 
speaks about the breakdown of the British 
economy over a long period and calls for a 
new economic policy based on economic 
nationalism. 


Cassettes now cost £3.50 each — plus 
16%p for postage. All orders should be sent 
to: BNP Recordings, Box 115, Hove, E. 
Sussex BN3 3SB. 


YOUNG NATIONALIST 


Read Young Nationalist the paper for 
youth published on behalf of the Youth 
Section of the British National Party. 
Send 20p for sample copy to: 16 Vale 
Lodge, Perry Vale, London S.E.23. 
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Side 1: The case for nationalism. In this. 


Unity rally in London on September Sth - 


W ALFRED WAITE (Chiselhurst) * ? 
“LESLIE TAYLOR (Orpington) ° * — 
t/ALAN SHOTTON (Ravensbourne)? * 
‘GEOFF YOUNGER (Beckenham) ° 4 
RICHARD EDMONDS (Lewisham East) * » 
“RAMON HOY (lewisham West) ° * 
«PAUL WILSON (Deptford) ¢ 
IAN DELL (Greenwich) © ° 
WTERRY FITZGERALD (Woolwich) « 
* PAUL BANKS (Eltham) ° 
OWEN HAWKE (Erith & Crayford): 
VALERIE TYNDALL (Hackney South & Shoreditch) * 
An BEARSFORD WALKER (Islington North) * 
AVID STENTIFORD (Islington South & Finsbury) * 
/AOHN BILLINGHAM (Enfield North) ~ 
V DAVID BRUCE (Edmonton) s 
ARTIN BRAITHWAITE (Southgate) « 
v poB MARTIN (Ilford South) ĉ 
oe SHAW (Ealing North) * 
erin MONKS (Worthing) ¢ 
a horanpi BEARSFORD WALKER (Plymouth Devonport) é 
COLIN BRADBURY (Plymouth Drake) « 
Sois WILSON (Basingstoke) > 
v BRIAN DOBING (Thanet North) » 
Pte LOCKWOOD (Ashford) +» 
of Teast mat BAKER (Reading East) ¢ 
Y RONALD RICKCORD (Milton Keynes) “ 
Y COLIN GRICE (Carmarthen) : 
OHN MORSE (Bournemouth West) * 
ROBERT RHODES (Gloucester) ; 
AVID BOWMAKER (Stevenage) * 
JOHN SMITH (Broxbourne) 
GODFREY WILES (Hertford & Stortford) 
g Y SINCLAIR (Thurrock) 
V AUBERT PEARSON (Ipswich) 
LUTHER SUTTON (Leicester East) 
” RAY HILL (Leicester West) 
' um PICKARD (Leicester South) 
fia PEACOCK (Loughborough) 
a TAYLOR (Harborough) 
EITH AXON (Worcester) 


P aasvesaapaen PARKER (Walsall South) 


ONY BRAITHWAITE (Leeds West) 

My apeiron CUMMINGS (Leeds Central) 
MICHAEL EASTER (Bradford North) 

Hik ET PARKER (Wakefield) 
GEORGE BRAT TAN (York) 
bah. dingy McKECHNIE (Liverpool Walton) 
nf Be ANDREWS (Manchester Gorton) 
Moai SLOAN (Warrington North) 

DAVID BALL (Bolton North East) 

ENNETH HENDERSON (Heywood & Middleton) 
AOHN HILL (Glasgow Shettleston) 
¥ SIDNEY SMITH (Epping Forest) 


Ro 


Votes 


201 
215 
242 
203 
288 
336 
317 
2959 
384 
276 
272 


374 ` 


176 

94 
268 
372 
318 
316 
306 
103 
12 
163 
344 
324 
195 
147 
290 
154 
180 


260 


236 
902 
304 
292 
239 
459 


469 . 


280 
228 
280 


208 | 


632 
334 
331 
193 
295 
148 


343 
231 . 


267 
186 
316 
103 
330 


THE FIGURES 


Listed below are the 54 candidates fielded by the British National Party in the June General 
Election, together with the constituencies in which they fought. Second from right are the 
votes they received and on the far right the percentages o, f the total votes that these represented. 
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Analysis 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY, by a 
“stupendous effort, achieved its aim of con- 
testing 50 seats in the General Election and 
qualifying for broadcasting time — and this 
despite the fact that the election was cal- 
led much earlier than envisaged when this 
highly ambitious programme was first dec- 
ided upon. 

The purpose of the strategy adopted by 
the party was to win publicity, and that 
was the sole purpose. It was understood 
from the outset that in the present political 
climate véry few votes were to be won, 
even in the event of the BNP spending a 
great deal of money on back-up campaigns 
for each candidate. Financial resources — 
were therefore carefully conserved so as to 
ensure as far as possiblé that the means to 
find 50 deposits would be’ available. This 
meant that in the great majority of seats | 
the candidates would have very little back- 
up in the way of publicity, other than what 
they could arrange themselves by local 
effort and the few lines that they may be 
able to get written about them in local 
papers. , 

In just 5 areas the party financed back- 
up campaigns for the candidates. The pur- 
pose of this was part experimental; it was 
desirable to know what difference to the 
vote such campaigns would make. There 
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Awon a total of 14, 611 votes. 


was also the other consideration — that it 
was inevitable that some comparison would 
be made between votes won by the BNP and 


those obtained by the candidates of certain 


other Nationalist parties. If such.a com- 
parison is to be made with regard to future 
vote-winning potential, it can only fairly 
be made in the case of those seats fought 
by the BNP in which election addresses 
were posted to every household in the con-. 
stituencies concerned, i.e. the 5 specially 
selected ones. 


NATIONAL AVERAGE 


BNP candidates fighting over 54 areas 
This repres- 
ented an average of 270.5 votes per seat 
and an average percentage of the total vote 
of 0. 66 per-cent per seat. 

There was, however, a substantial diff- 
erence in the results achieved in those 
areas where election addresses were sent 
out. Here the average vote was 429, 4 and 
the average percentage 0.98. This clearly 
indicated that there is some advantage in 


the back-up of an election address, al- 


though this advantage is somewhat acad- 
emic'at the present level of votes that Nat- 
ionalists can expect. Where there is a 


chance of winning seats, or even deposits, 
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it could be regarded as worth paying for; 
where there is no such chance, it hasa 
purely prestige value. 

Inevitably, some interest was focussed 
on the performance of National Front can- 
didates. The National Front has been 
going since 1967 and has the inestimable 


=- asset of a nationally known party name — 


made known, it might be added, mainly by 
the efforts and achievements of people who 
have now left the party. This name must 
have been worth many votes where elect- 
ors did not see any party literature except 
that produced by the established parties 


_and where therefore they had to rely on 


pure knowledge of what the NF stood for. 
The NF claimed in the run-up towards 
the election that their candidates, which 
eventually were to number 58, would each 
be backed up by an election address deliv- 
ered to every household. Inside informat- 
ion from the NF tells us that these election 
addresses were in fact supplied, and we 


_can presume that in most areas they were 


given full distribution. 

The 58 NF candidates obtained a total 
of 26,546 votes, which works out to an 
average of 457.7 votes per candidate. In 
percentage terms the average achieved 
was 1. 12. 
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NF propagandists will doubtless try to 
draw a false comparison between: these fig- 
ures and those obtained by BNP candidates 
over all the-54 areas in which the latter 
fought, but in fact the only realistic com- 
parison is with the figures achieved by BNP 
candidates who had full back-up campaigns 
including election addresses. When this 
basis for comparison is adopted, the differ- 
ence between the NF and BNP performance 
is only marginal, and can be accounted 
for almost entirely by the NF vote in cer- 
tain traditional East London strongholds 
where the party has been working for years 
digging its roots — and of course drawing 
on a legacy of Nationalist support which 
extends right back to the 1930s. 

For instance, in Newham South the NF 
scored its best result by winning 993 votes 
(or 3. 68 per-cent of the poll). In Newham 
North East it won 794 votes (or 2. 04 per- 
cent of the poll). In Bethnal Green & Step- 
ney it won 800 votes (or 2. 59 per-cent of 
the poll). Without the results achieved in 
these especially favourable areas, its nat- 
ional average would be substantially lower. 


DOWNWARD TREND 


And when comparisons are made with 
past elections the NF has no reason to be 
pleased with itself. In the General Elect- 
ion of 1979 the candidate in Newham South 
obtained 1, 899 votes (6.23 per-cent) and in 
Newham North East 1,769 votes (4, 22 per- 
cent). No comparison in the Bethnal Green 
& Stepney area is possible because in 1979 
that constituency did not exist. 

And over the whole country the same 
downward trend manifested itself. Fighting 
303 seats in 1979, the party obtained over . 
190,000 votes, an average of 627 votes 
per seat. In this recent election, despite 
‘concentrating its forces over a far more 


limited area (less than a fifth the area in 
fact), it was only able to obtain an average 
vote substantially below the 1979 one, as 
our figures have indicated. 


LOP-SIDED 


_ The election this year also showed | 
another significant statistic. The NF fought 
no less than 33 of its 58 seats in the Greater 
London area, underlining what has been 
known for some time — that it has now 
become a.predominantly London-based 
party. leaning heavily on the strength of its 
London organisation to prop up its weak 
organisation throughout most of the provin- 
ces. The BNP, by contrast, fought 35 of 
its 54 seats in the provinces. 

Of the other Nationalist groups hardly 
anything was to be seen, and in the rare 
areas where they did surface there was 
nothing in the size of their votes to justify 
the claims they would make to be more 
‘acceptable’ to the public by being not 
connected with the BNP or NF. One of 
them, the National Labour Party, fought 
one seat — in Ashford, Kent, where its 
candidate produced an expensively printed 
election address that was sent to each home 
in the area. This won him the stirring 
total of 436 votes and 0.95 per-cent of the 
poll (slightly under the BNP average in 
those areas where the latter party cam- 
paigned in similar circumstances). The 
Nationalist Party (a renamed version of the 
NF ‘Constitutional Movement’) managed a 
pathetic three seats. Its average vote was 
210 and its average percentage was 0. 45. 
These performances, after more than 3 
years separation from the mainstreams of 
British Nationalism, show the utter futility 
of the continued existence of these tiny 
parties and demonstrate with abundant 
clarity that the BNP and NF are the only 
two organisations in the field that can have 
the slightest relevance for the future. 

The election performance of National- 
ist groups as a whole demonstrated the _ 
truth of what we have said for some time — 


that British Nationalism cannot at the 
moment and for the forseeable future 
become a serious electoral force. First it 
needs to develop a much more powerful 
political and propaganda machine, and 
that objective is not likely to be achieved 
until British Nationalists are coalesced into- 
one single party. The leadership of the 
National Front clearly does not have the 
vision to see this necessity, and is virtually 
certain, in the wake of the recent election, 
to persist in its splintering tactics. This 
means that the impetus towards unity will - 
only come from the rank and file. It is 
not likely that the 1983 General Election 
itself will provide the catalyst for this to 
happen, and it can only therefore happen 
as a result of political developments in the 
next few months following the election. 
This magazine remains convinced that 
only in the British National Party is there 
the leadership, the organisation and the 
sound constitutional basis around which an 
effective Nationali§t unity can be built, 
and nothing that has happened in this recent 
election has done anything to persuade us 
to the contrary; indeed the trends shown in 
the election have only strengthened our 
conviction in this respect. 


NEEDS OF THE FUTURE 


Nationalism, to expand and become a 
powerful political force, must extend its _ 
suppori far beyond the small and loyal ‘hard 
cores’ on waich it has relied in the past 
and break huge areas of new ground. It 
must also be a nationwide movement and 
not just a London movement, for, as the 
White population of the Capital dwindles, 
it is absolutely clear that the forces that 
will determine the ultimate victory of the 
Nationalist cause will come mainly from 
the provinces, and it is an interesting ref- 


lection of future trends that among the vast 


number of membership enquiries coming 
into the BNP office following the election 
a far higher proportion came from certain 
provincial areas than from London itself. 
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